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- MASSACHUSETTS. :
Ermina L. Evans, to be postmaster at Ashburnham, in the
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of Er-
mina L. Evans. Incumbent’s commission expired February 14,
1903.
MICHIGAN.

Horace L. Delano, to be postmaster at Muskegon, in the county
of Muskegon and State of Michigan, in place of Sylvester H. Gray.
Incumbent’s commission expired February 14, 1903,

Herbert E. Lindsley, to be gosrmaater at Clinton, in the county
of Lenawee and State of Michigan, in place of Herbert E. Lind-
sey, to correct name.

win J. March, to be postmaster at Hillsdale, in the county
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan, in place of Edwin J. March.
Incumbent’s commission expires February 20, 1903.
MONTANA.

L. V. Bogy, to be postmaster at Chinook, in the coun

tean and State of Montana. Office became Presidenti

1901.
NEVADA.

James C. Doughti' to E:;ﬁostmaster at Tuscarora, in the connty
gﬁr Eikt;l) g%gd State of Nevada. Office became Presidential Octo-
1 : NEW YORK.

George E. Johnson, to be postmaster at North Tarrytown, in
the county of Westchester and State of New York, in Fplace of
;}eorga E. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired February

0, 1903.

John J. Taylor, to be aster at Cornwall on the Hudson,
in the county of Orange and State of New York, in place of John
J. Taylor. enmbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903.

James A, Wilson, to be postmaster at Sacket Harbor, in the
county of Jefferson and State of New York, in place of James A.
Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 1903.
OHIO.

stmaster at Lorain, in the county
of Lorain and State of Ohio, lace of Seward L. Bowman, In-
cumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903,

Homer 8. Kent, to be postmaster at Chagrin Falls, in the county
of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio, in place of Homer S. Kent. In-
cumbent’s commission expired February 15, 1903.

H. B. Wisner, to be postmaster at Berea, in the county of Cuya-
hoga and State of Ohio, in place of George A. Hubbard. Incum-
bent’s commission expired July 7, 1902.

PENNSYLVANTA.

William P. Bach, to be postmaster at Pottstown, in the county
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William
P. Bach. Incumbent’s commission expired January 81, 1903.

Charles Crouse, to be aster at Wyoming,in the county of
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Charles Crouse.
Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1903,

BOUTH DAKOTA.

William W. Downie, to be postmaster at Milbank, late Mill-
bank, in the county of Grant and State of South Dakota, in place
of Henry G. C. Rose. Incumbent’s commission expired February
15, 1903. -

TEXAS.

Seth B. Strong, to be postmaster at Houston, in the county of
Harris and State of Texas, in place of Seth B. Strong. Incum-
bent's commission expired July 4, 1802,

WEST VIRGINIA.

Alice Keller, to be postmaster at Romney, in the count;
Hampshire and State of West Virginia, in place of John F.
ler, deceased.

of Cho-
July 1,

Seward L. Bowman, to be

of
el-

WISCONSIN.
Leonard H. Kimball, to be tmaster at Neenah, in the count;
of Wennebago and State of %ﬂsconsin. in place of Leonard H.
Kimball. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1908.
WYOMING.
Frank S. Smith, to be postmaster at Lander, in the county of

Fremont and State of Wyoming, in place of James A. McAvoy.
Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1903, B
WITHDRAWAL.

Executive nomination withdrawn February 16, 1903,

Henry Fuellhart, to be postmaster at Tidioute, in the State of
Pennsylvania. -

CONFIRMATIONS.
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 16, 1903.
SECRETARY OF COMMERCE AND LABOR.
George B. Cortelyon, to be Secretary of Commerce and Labor.

U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

AUTHENTICATED
GPO

INDIAN INSPECTOR.
James McLaughlin, of North Dakota, to be an Indian inspector.
INDIAN AGENT,
Harry E. Wadsworth, of Wyoming, to be agent for the Indians
of the Shoshone Agency in Wyoming.
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY.

Stewart E. Barber, a citizen of Maryland, to be an assistant.
paymaster in the Navy, from the 13th day of February, 1903.

INDIAN COMMISSIONER.

William E, Stanley, of Kansas, to bea commissioner to negotiate
with the Indians of the Cherokee, Choctaw, Chickasaw, Muscogee
(or Creek), and Seminole nations, under the provisions of the act
of Congress approved March 3, 1803 (27 Stat., p. 645).

POSTMASTERS,
CALIFORNTA.
Theodore W. Leydecker, to be postmaster at Alameda, in the
county of Alameda and State of California.
A, Bradford. to be postmaster at Haywards, in the county of
Alameda and State of California.

Thomas E. Knox, to be ter at Livermore, in the county

of Alameda and State of ifornia.
W. L. Williams, to be postmaster at Madera, in the county of
Madera and State of ifornia.

Charles Harris, to be postmaster at Mereed, in the county of
Merced and State of California.
Fred M. Kelly, to be postmaster at Needles, in the county of
San Bernardino and State of California.
NEW JERSEY.
James E. Cook, to be postmaster at Manasqunan, in the county
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. .
KEW YORK.
John G. Williams, to be postmaster at Granville, in the county
of Washington and State of New York.
John B. Alexander, to be postmaster at Oswego, in the county
of Oswego and State of New York.
John I. Traphagen, to be postmaster at Sufferin, in the county
of Rockland and State of New York.
Charles W. Harding, to be postmaster at Whitehall, in the
county of Washington and State of New York.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
MoNDAY, February 16, 1903,

The House met at 12 o'clock m.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENryY N. CovpEN, D. D.
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, February 14, 1008,
was read and approved.
THE RECORD.

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I rise at this time to call up the
matter of the speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr,
Coxry], which, by unanimons consent of the House, went over
from last week until this morning.

The SPEAKER. That is in order. The gentleman from In-
diana asks unanimous consent that the speech referred to by him,
printed by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CoNRrY], be
expunged from the REcORD. Is there objection? -~

Mr. CONRY. Mryr. Speaker, Iask at this time unanimous con-
sent to make a brief statement in regard to the particular speech
to which the gentleman from Indiana has referred. £

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent to make a brief statement in regard to this
matter. Is there objection? !

There was no objection.

Mr. CONRY. Mr. Speaker, on Saturday, February 7, I handed
in to the Clerk a speech, to be printed, as I understood, under the
rule that had been adtﬁ)t,ed by the House granting general leave
to print. I subsequently found, when the matter was called to
my attention, that the rule which had been adopted by the House
granting general leave to print restricted the general leave to
speeches pertinent to the bill under consideration at that time.
The speech which I had inserted had no reference whatever to
the 'bill which was then under consideration. uch as it
was handed in under a misapprehension of the rule and not havy-
ing any desire to violate any rule adopted by the House, at this
time I ask unanimous consent that leave be granted me to with-
draw the h printed at that time.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Indiana? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none
and (:;Esequently the RECORD is ¢ in accordance with that
requ
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Q‘U'BSTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of per-
sonal privilege. I do not notice that the gentleman from New
York er. SULZER{ is in his seat, although at half past 9 this
morning I sent a telegram to his Washington address asking him
to be here at the opening of the session to-day. There is a mat-
ter, however, that appears in the REcorp, to which my attention
was first called on Saturday afternoon,and I first saw the RECORD
after adjournment. The nature of it is such that I feel I ought
to call the attention of the House to it at the earliest moment, at
least, that it reaches my attention. The gentleman from New
York [Mr. Surzer] on Friday made a speech in continuation of
a reply to a speech made by myself on the Saturday preceding.
In opening his speech he said:

Mr. Speaker—

Mr., RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from
Maine yield just for a moment?

Mr. LI FIELD. Yes. -

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am informed, after hear-
ing the gentleman’s statement, that he notified the gentleman
from New York [Mr. SuLzer] this morning at half past 9 that
he would make some comments on his remarks——

Mr, LITTLEFIELD. I simply asked him to be present this
morning.

Mr. IfICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, I am informed that
the gentleman from New York is in New York, and it is impossi-
ble for him to be here thismorning. I simply givethe gentleman
that information.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, I think, then, with the consent of the
House, I should rather call the matter to the attention of the
House in the presence of the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Surzer]; that is, when he is here.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is the reason I gave
the gentleman the information.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I thank the gentleman from Tennessee.
That being the case, if the Speaker please, I will let the matter
go over until the gentleman from New York is present.

The SPEAKER. With the consent of the House, the matter
will go over until called up by the gentleman from Maine. The
Chair hears no objection.

BRIDGE AT ST. LOUIS, MO.

Mr. EERN. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. KERN. I desire to present a privileged resolution.

‘The SPEAKER. This being committee suspension day, the
Chair has promised to recognize the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. WANGER]. -

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, as I under-
stand it, the gentleman’s matter is one of the highest privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not so state.

Mr. KERN. Itisa fprw‘ileged resolution, calling on an execu-
tive department for information.

The SPEAKER. Let the resolution be reported.

i Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is a privileged reso-
ution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Whereas “An act anthorizing the construction of a bridge over the Mis-
gissippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, from some
suitable point between the north line of St. Clair County, I11., the south-
west line of said cmmtg.“ passed by this Congress, was approved by the Presi-
dent March 3, 1897; an

‘Whereas an act amending the said act was
gentatives and Senate of the United States an
the United States on Feb 27

‘Whereas in the said act sﬁ said bridge was granted to
a corporation designated the East 8t. Louis and St. Louis Bri and Con-
struction Com v of the city of East 8t. Louis, of the county of 8t. Clair

.and State of is; and
and Construction

d by the House of Repre-
approved by the President of

Whereas the said East St. Louis and St. Louis Brid
(klmpnn{;;f the city of East 8t. Louis, of the county of St. Clair and State of
]llinmﬁ, failed to construct the bridge authorized and provided for in the
act and amendatory act hereinabove described, or commenced the construe-
tion of the said bridge; and

Whereas it is currently reported that the said East 8t. Lonis and 8t. Louis
Bridge and Construction Company of the city of East St. Louis, of the county
of Bt. Clair and State of Illinois, transferred the rights and privil
granted to it under the provisions of the act and amenda act herein de-
geribeds to an interes corporation, thus forming a pool with the said in-
terested and competitive corporation effectually preventing the construction
0'1'51 th:t bridg ?{Dﬁdsd for in the act and amenc{]atory act herein described:

erefore,

Resohmi. That the Becretary of War be instructed to obtain and furnish
to this Honse full information with relation to the existing conditions con-
cerning the progress of the construction of the bridge authorized to be con-
structed by the act and amendatory act hereinabove described; and be it

er

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be lly instructed to ascertain
whether the said East St. Louis Bridge and Construction (}omg}‘ny of the
city of East Bt. of the county of St. Clair and State of Illinois, has
transferred to some individual or some other corporation the rights and

Erivﬂege& granted to it nnder the provisions of the act and nmandntorty act
ereinabove described, for the purpose of preventing competition or form-
inga gool or trust, and to report the information which he may obtain with
regard to this alleged transaction to this House in full and in detail.

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr, Speaker, as I under-
stand it, this resolution has been before the committee for more
than one week, calling for information, and the committee has
not re%rted it, and under the rule it is privileged.

Mr. PAYNE. Itseems to me that there is matter in that reso-
lution that is not privileged, and under the rnle that would effect
the whole resolution. ere is an instruction to the Secretary of
‘War to do certain things.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, It just calls on the Secre-
‘rm%lgf ‘War for information concerning the bridge.

SPEAKER. It does more than that, the Chair will state.
It instructs the Secretary of War to makeaninvestigation. That
certainly can not be privileged under the rule of the House. The
Chair thinks the point of order made by the gentleman from New
York is well taken.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, if I may be

rdoned a moment—I do not want to take the time of the House—

ut is not the instruction to the Secretary of War simply to obtain
and furnish to the House information in relation to the existing
conditions?

Mr. KERN. That certainly is the intention, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. One is to give information and the other in-
structs him to do certain things. The latter part certainly can
not be privileged, and that destroys the priviﬁ?ed character of
the whole resolution. - .

AUTOMATIC COUPLERS, ETC.

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill 8. 8560, with the amendments.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pe lvania moves to

NNy
suspend the rules and pass the following bill, which the Clerk

will regort:

The bill (S. 3360) to amend an act entitled ‘*An act to promote
the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by compel-
ling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equi
their cars with auntomatic couplers and continuous brakes ang
their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other pur-
poses,”” approved March 2, 1893, and amended April 1, 1896, was
read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisionsand reguirementa of the act entitled
“An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by
compel’ COMMOoN CArriers in interstate commerce to equip their
c\:ﬁ; E{rﬁh'anwt?lat%cbwuplers sanrd mﬁ]ﬁnuous bmk.%u and tlggii[lamlxlngtil&e
ving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes,” approv TC

andmemdé)lm;ﬂl 1806, shall be held to apply to common y rail-
roads in the Territories and the Distriet of umbia; and the provisionsand
requirements hereof and of said acts relating to automatic couplers, b
irons, and the height of drawbars shall be held to apply to all lm:omotgv.‘::a,
tenders, cars, and similar vehicles used on any rail en in interstate
commerce, and in the Territories and the Smn-ic t of Columbia, and to all
other locomotives, tenders, cars, and similar vehicles used in connection
therewith, excepting those trains, cars, and locomotives exempted by the
provisions of section 6 of said act of March 2, 1893, as amended by the act of
April 1, 1898, or which are used upon street railways.

8ec. 2. That whenever, as provided in said act, any train is operated with

wer or train brakes, not less than 50 per cent of the cars in such train shall

ve their brakes used and operated by the engineer of the locomotive draw-
ing such train; and all power-braked cars in such train which are associas
t.ogd"e‘l.hﬁr with said 50 per cent shall have their brakes so used and operated;
and, to m;r carry into effect the objects of said act, the Interstate Com-
merce

on m.a¥. m e to time, after full hearing, increase the
um percen of cars in any train required to be operated with power
or_ train brakes which must have their brakes used and rated as afore-
said; and failure to comply with any such requirement of the said Interstate
Commerce Commission shall be subject to the like penalty as failure to com-
ply with nﬁr&&lmment of this section.

SEo. 8. t the provisions of section 1 of this act shall not take effect until
July 1, 1908, and the provisions of section 2 of this act shall not take effect un-
til ninety days after the passage of this act. Nothing in thisact shall be held
or construed to relieve any common carrier, the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, or any United States district attorney from any of the provisionas,
powers, duties, liabilities, or rﬁirements of said act of March 2, 1503, as
amended by the act of April 1, y and all of the provisions, powers, duties,
requirements, and lisbilities of said act of March 2, IBGSi)na amendr:& by the
act G:c %prﬂ 1, 1896, shall, except as specifically amended by this act, ap;ﬁy to

Mr. WANGER. The Clerk, I think, has read from the print
of the bill reported by the committee. Since that time the com-
mittee has authori committee amendments, and those amend-
ments are set out in the written sheet.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Do I understand these are
;Illfq;ndments offered by the committee or by the gentleman him-

Mr. WANGER. By the committea,

The amendments were read, as follows:

On 2, after the word “ ninety-six,” in line 12, strike out all of the re-
mainder of section 1 and insert the following: * or which are used upon street

milwrai.i's)‘
'8% e 20:1% ﬁltnthsacﬂon 2and inse Et (ti.hi: fun&-)wing:

‘SEC. 2. whenever, as provide said act, any train isoperated with
power or train brakes, not less than 50 per cent of the carsin such train
shall have their brakes used and operated by the engineer of the locomotive
drawing such train, and all power-braked cars in such train which are asso-
ciated er with said r cent shall have their brakes so used and
operated: Provided, That the Interstate Com e O ission may, upon
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application and after full heari
any common carrier for astated
ghall such reduction

., decrease said um percentage as to
ited time: And ided, That in no case
it the running of any train with less power or train
brakes than are unired by section 1 of the act of March 2, 1 and, to more
ect the objects of said act, the Interstate Co

fully carry into
mission may, from time to time, after full hearing, increase the minimum

reen of cars in any train Imil.‘limﬂ to be operated with power or train
kes which must have their brakes used and operated as aforesaid; and
failure to comply with any such requirement of the said Interstate Commerce
jon be subject to the like penalty as failure tocomply with any
uirement of this section.”

n 1%13 5, in line 14, in section 3, after the word *provisions,” strike out
the wo! “of section one;" and in line 15, on strike out the word
* January,” and insert the word “ September;” and on page 3, strike out all
after the word **three,” in line 16, and insert the following:

“ Nothing in this act shall be held or construed torelieve any common car-
rier, the Interstate Commerce Commission, or any United States district
attorney from any of the vamons, powers, duties, hab:].itiersﬁor require-
ments of said act of March 2, 1803, as amended by the act of April 1, 1806; and

all of the provisions, powers, duties, requirements, and liabilities of said act
of March

eq
1843, as amended by the act of April 1,1 shall, except as
T e R ey 1% e AR

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second.

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a
second may be considered as ordered.

The SP . The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent that a second may be considered as ordered.
Is there objection? [After a pause,] The Chair hears none.

Mr. G- S of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Speaker, we would like
to have order. 'We can not hear anything.

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order.

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this act is to make
more efficient the provisions of the act of March 2, 1893, for the

romotion of the safety of employees upon railways. It has been

eld by some conrts that the tender of a locomotive is not a car
and is therefore not affected by the provisions of the act. It has
also been held that the act only applies tocars in interstate move-
ment, and cars are very frequently. although generally designed
for and used in the movement of interstate traffic, yet they are
very frequently in use which is not interstate movement that
requires the services of operatives upon them. Whenever an
action for damages is brought by reason of the death or injury
of a railroad employee, of course every defense is made, and
although the car may not be equipped as directed by the act of
Congress, yet that direction, as it stands, only applies when the
car is beingused in the movement of interstate commerce; there-
fore the burden is on the plaintiff in every such action to estab-
lish that fact, and is frequently an impossibility, because fre-
quently the injury or death does not happen when the car is so
engaged in interstate commerce.

Tt is therefore of the highest importance to make the act of Con-
gress, as everybody supposed it would be, effective so far as we
have the power and authority, for the protection of employees by
requiring the equipment referred to in the act on all cars used on
mgways engaged in interstate commerce. That is the purpose of
the first section of the bill. The of the second section is
to require a more general and nniform use of air and air brakes,
50 as to haveless need for the operation of hand brakes. The E‘is-
ent act, as I recollectit, is that there must be sufficient air-braking
apparatus used to enable the engineerto control thetrain. That,
of course, differs, perhaps, in the judgment of every engineer.
Therefore it seems appropriate that there should be a certain per-
centage of the cars of every train uired to be operated by air
brakes, whether it is actually essential for the proper controlof
he train or not. i .

It may be said that the railroad companies have made great

rogress in equipping their trains with air-braking appliances;
‘but, as explained by Mr. Albert W. Sullivan before our committee,
there are many appliances besides those on the cars which are nec-
essary to maintain their efficiency. Every yard where the brakes
are to be tested must be supplied with pipes and with air, and of
course only in the great centers are those appliances to be found
in perfection. Therefore it will be a great step in advance of
present conditions to require this use of air-brake appliances; and
it must then, of course, be keptin an efficient condition. In order
that no hardship, unreasonable hardship, may result to anybody,
and that there may be no paralysis of the commerce of the coun-
try, the bill provides that the Interstate Commerce Commission
upon application may, for a specified limited time, reduce the
minimum number of cars ified in the act as essential to be so
operated. I do not see why there should be any opposition from
any interests to the enactment of the measure, unless it is that
the provision requiring the use of air may be regarded as too dras-
tic and as really greater than is necessary for the safety of the
employees.
lgr. STEPHENS of Texas,
question? -

Mr. WANGER. Yes.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Isee that the gentleman says in
the report that 50 per cent of the cars are to have air brakes.

Mr. WANGER. To be used.

Will the gentleman permit a

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes; to be used. ‘What change
does that make in the existing law?

Mr. WANGER. The existing law does not designate any per-
Eﬁnﬁggq; it requires a sufficient number for the engineer to control

e train.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. What is the custom?

Mr. WANGER. The custom varies from nothing to 100
cent in the actual operation of the trains. Where air is used, I
gee from a hasty glance at the reports from the ivspectors, that
from five to ninetg odd per cent is actually used.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does not the gentleman think in
tﬁ:mi;ntainous countries it would require a great many more air

rakes?

Mr. WANGER. In mountainous districts it would require
considerably more, undoubtedly, than is necessary in level coun-
tries. The gentleman whom I have mentioned—Mr. Sullivan, a
very intelligent and competent judge of the situation—says that
in prairie countries grobsb]y 20 per cent would be sufficient; in
the conntry traversed by the Illinois Central, 80 per cent, and in
the more mountainous countries a higher percentage.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does the gentleman think that 50
per cent is high enough in mountainous countries?

Mr. WANGER. Fifty per cent might not; but this act pro-
vides that nothing in it shall interfere with the requirement of
the original act that sufficient shall be used to control the opera-
tion of the train.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then this will not change the ex-
isting law?

Mr. WANGER. Not in that respect. Now, Mr. Speaker, I
reserve the balance of my time and I yield to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Ryax].

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow me a
question? What does the present law require?

Mr. WANGER. I have just stated that the present law does
not designate any };I)lercentage. It says sufficient to enable an en
gineer to control the train. That, of course, differs in different
sections of the country.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. This bill says it shall not be less
than 50 per cent, and may be more, in the discretion of the engineer.

Mr. WANGER. Yes; it must be sufficient to control the train.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania reserves
the balance of his time and yields to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. RYAN].

Mr. RYAN. . Speaker, I am in favor of this bill as reported
by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce on Decem-
ber 19 last. T also agree to the amendment now proposed to sec-
tion 3, providing that this act shall not take effect until September
1,1903. To this there is no objection from the advocates of this
legislation. The part that I do object to is the amendment to sec-
tion 2, submitted to-day, which provides—

That the Interstate Commerce Commission may, upon application and
after a full hearing, decrease said minimum percentage as to any common
carriers for a sta limited time, and provided that in no caee shall such re-
duction permit the running of any train with less power or train brakes than
are required by section 1 of the act of March 2,

Mr. Speaker this act, known as the safety appliance law, is en-
titled **An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers
npon railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in inter-
state commerce to equip their cars with antomatic couplers and

_continuous brakes and their locomotives with driving-wheel
brakes, and for other purposes.” This law requires that every
train shall have a sufficient number of cars equipped with power
brakes to enable the engineer fo control the train, but it does not
require that all cars so equipped shall be operated from the
engine,

The object of section 2 of this bill was to provide a minimum
percentage of cars equipped with power brakes to be operated by
the engineer, and also to provide for such operation of all cars

unipped with power brakes that are associated together.
equ. Speaker, after a full hearing on this bill before a subcom-
mittee of the Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce, a rec-
ommendation was made that the minimum be placed at 75 per
cent. The committee, however, reported to the Senate recom-
mending 65 per cent of the cars in all trains be operatel with
power or train brakes, and the bill passed the Senate nnanimously
with this provision.

A bill was reported to this House by the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce, of which I have the honor to be a
member, on June 17, 1902, placing the minimum at 65 per cent.
Objection wasentered against consideration. A further concession
was made by the advocates of this legislation, Ela.cing the mini-
mum at 50 per cent and requiring that all other cars eqniggad
Eth power brakes and associated together shall be operated from

e engine.

Mr. Speaker, another concession is now demanded, namely, that
the Interstate Commerce Commission be given authority, after
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hearing, to still further reduce the minimum. I do not believe
that this is necessary. The Commission has authority now tosus-
pend the operation of the law, under certain conditions, and has
exercisad this poweron three occasions. While I have every con-
fidence in the honesty and the justice with which they have acted
in the performance of their duties, no reason has been advanced
why this additional authority should be given.

Mr. Speaker, as to the number of cars in the United States pro-
vided with air brakes, the report of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission for the year ending June 30, 1901, shows that 72.58 per
cent of all cars are provided with power brakes; it wasalsoshown
at the hearings in the Senate that on January 1, 1902, 764 per cent
of all freight carsin the country were equipped with air brakes,
and at the present time the percentage is greater, as all new cars
are thus provided. This being the case, Mr. Speaker, it would
not work any hardship on the railroad companies to comply with
this law, and there is no necessity for reducing the minimum
low 50 per cent.

In a statement presented to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce, February 25, 1902, by Mr. H. R. Fuller, leg-
islative representative of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi-
neers, the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, the Order of Rail-
way Conductors, the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, and the
Order of Railroad Telegraphers the following appears:

(4) While the law requires that each train ghall have a sufficient number
of cars equipped with power brakes soas to enable the engineer to control its
s'peadtgg does not require that the brakes on all cars so equipped shall be
operated.

Many arguments can be produced to show why the power brakes on all
cars in a train should be operated, but I willonly briefly give what I thinkare
o J0S0 TeRns for o doink, ted, trainm xposed

only a po! 0 e equip CATS ATe 0] < en are &
to great danger arisin ft?gm e breakage oi an air hose or a coupling be-
tween the cars so braked, which caunses an instantaneons and extremely
powerful &pﬂimtion of the power brakes, which causes the front cars in the
train to quickly slacken speed and stop and the other cars behind them which
are not braked to rush forward against them, thus causing a severe shock,
which often wrecks the train and jars the trainmen off and injures them,
and in some cases they fall under the wheels and are killed. If the brakes
on all of the cars were operated this would not be so, for the brakes would
be applied equally all over the train, and the cars on the rear end would
slacken their speed just as quickly as thosa on the front end, and thus pre-
vent their running forward against the front cars and producing the gshock
ust deseribed. e i3 no way for trainmen to escape thess injuries, for
ey are still required by the com es to ride out on the tops of trains, and
when one of these shocks comes, it comes to them without warning, for the
noise of the running train, together with darkness at night, prevents them
from detecting any tronble ahead.

‘Wrecks caused in this way do not only cause injury to the trainmen on the
train which is wrecked, but also on double-tracked the opposite track
is immediately blocked with wrecked cars, thus endangering not only the
livesand limbs of trainmen, but passengers as well who may be on trains ap-
proaching on the opposite track which can not be stopped before striking the
ohst.r}}ction. I personally know of several bad wrecks of this character
m |

Amncther reason is that on some hilly roads trainmen are not allowed b
the companies to operats a sufficient number of power brakes to hand]y
trains on grades, although all ears in a train are so eqm;;;ped. and they are
compelled to upon the tops of cars and set the hand brakes. The men
complain of this to the officers, but the result is only an argument between
the two sides, the officers claiming that the number of power brakes used
were sufficient to hold the train, while the men argue to the contrary. Of
course this is a direct violation of the law as it now stands, but it is thought
section 2 of this bill will remove any cause for argument whatever on this

nt.
lJO':l;‘he recent reports of the Commerce Commission show that the number of
injuries received by trainmen by falling from trains is on the increase, and
there is no gquestion in my mind but that much of this increase is due to this

canse.
The following is a table taken from the Commission’s last report. showing
the number of men killed and injured by falling from trains since 1807:

Accidents caused by falling from trains and engines.

Total number of
employees.

Injured.

Year ending June 80—

of section 2 we do not ask that all cars shall be

In asking for the passa
We only ask that when they are so equipped

equipped with power brakes.
they shall be cperated; and it can not be successfully argred that this will
be gul'd(-‘nmmc on the roads, nor hamper them in the operation of their busi-
ness; and it is only in keeping with the spirit of the law at present, for it is
reasonable to supposa that Congress intended that all cars so equipped should
be operated. This is evidenced by the language of section 3 of the act, which
gives the right to any road to refuse to receive from any other road any car
which is not equipped with such power brakes after it itself had equipped
enoungh of its own cars so as to comply with the law.

According to the best expert testimony it is more economical to operate
all of the power brakesin a train. Even the representatives of the roads

themeselves admit this.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Will the gentleman permit
me an inguiry?

Mr. RYAN. Certainly.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Does the gentleman under-
stand that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Penn-

sylvania [Mr. WANGER] was or was not anthorized by the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce?
Mr. RYAN. It was authorized by the committee at its last

meeting.

Mr. iICHARDSON of Alabama. So I understood. But I
understood the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ryax] to state
differently—that it was not authorized.

Mr. RYAN. This amendment was agreed to by the committee
at the last meeting.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Unanimously agreed to?

Mr. RYAN. No; not unanimously. I did not agree to it for
one; the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SEACKLEFORD] did not
agree to it for another.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Did not the gentleman in
committee understand that that was acceptable to all parties in-
terested, and was accordingly reported, without any direct vote
being called for? No member of the committee present voted
:lglainst the amendment, because it was reported as satisfactoryto

rties.

Mr. RYAN. That statement was made in committee; but I
understand it was not borne out by the facts, as is shown by the
following telegrams received since adjournment of the committee:

81, Lovis, Mo., February 10, 1903,
H. R. FULLER,

The Raleigh Hotel, Washington, D. C.;

The Brotherhoodof Railroad Trainmen, representing over 50,000 train and
yard men, protests against amendment etoS. , giving the power to
the Interstate Commerce Commission to reduce the minimum percentage of
air to be used in trains as per requirements of bill. We desire &e bill passed

without such amendment.
B. H. MORRISSEY,
Grand Master.

" 8t Lours, Mo., February 10, 1503,
H. R. FuLL / il

Legislgg‘re Representative, Raleigh House, Washington, D, C.: ’

The amendment to safety-appliance bill offered by House committee au-
thorizing Interstate Commerce Committee to uce minimum number of
air brakes used in trains would certainly meet with the unanimous disap-
proval of members of thisorganization, and I hope you will enter an emphatic
protest against it

H. B. PERHAM
President the Order of Railroad Telegraphers,

But that is neither here nor there; it has no bearing on this
proposition.

Mr. DALZELL. Does not the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Ryax] think that although this bill may not be in the exact shape
he would like, it is desirable to pass it at this time and allow it to
go to conference?

Mr. RYAN. There is not any doubt of that, Mr, Speaker; I
will reach that goint. very soomn. .

Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask unanimous consent that this House
be given an opportunity to vote on the amendment proposed to
section 2 of this bill.

Mr. WANGER. I object.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. %gea.ker, I ask that my request be submitted.

The SPEAKER. hat is the gentleman’s request? '

Mr. RYAN. That the House be given an opportunity to vote
separately on this particular amendment to section 2, granting
power to the Interstate Commerce Commission to reduce the
minitnum after hearing. .

The SPEAKER. To that request the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. WANGER] has objected.

Mr, RYAN. Then I ask, in this connection, that we add to this
amendment the words which I send to the desk, beginning after
the letter ** three in line five.”’

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That the Interstate Commerce Commission may, upon applica-
tion and after full hearing. decrease said minimum percentage as to an
COmMImMon carrier forastate(ﬁimited time; And provided, Thatinno case mﬁ
such reduction permit the running of any train with less power or train
brakes than are required by section 1 of the act of Mareh 2, 1 nor release

any common carrier from operating the power or train brakes on all cars
which are associated together in each train hereinbefore required.

Mr. WANGER. I object.

Mr. RYAN. It is not my desire to place any obstruction in the
way of this bill. I wish only to obtain the best bill I can, knowing
that the lives and limbs of thonsands of railroad employees in the
United States depend on it. If seems to me that with over 75 per
cent of all freight cars equipped with air brakes it would be easy to
operate a minimum of 50 per cent on all trains. I have been in-
formed that the amendment to section 2 does not mean anything,
but if that is go, why put it in? i

The safety-appliance'law has done a great deal of good for rail-
road men, and to bear out this statement I submit the following
extracts from pages 8 and 9 of Bulletin 1 of the Interstate Com-
inggoroe Commission, covering the period from July 1 to October 1,

Among the deaths and injuries .
ing Bomegwhich are shown in subctﬁ:gsp}gyﬁbﬁgoﬁ i‘t‘; E'l?abr}: E'.?é 111%‘13239

that are evidently due to operating trains in which air brakes were used on
only a portion of the cars. Of killed there were 4 and of injured 126, nearly
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all brakemen. The total number of collisions and derailments classed
as due (1) to rupture or failure of air-brake hose (or other defect in air-brake
apparatus, causing automatic application of brakes) and (2) to accidental

uncoupling of cars, causing automatic application, is 205, causing damage to
th?i c:ixtent. of $83612. The ﬁm casualties occurred partly in these collisiun:
an sufficien

ents and partly in similar mjshea‘limw h were not of
ce, as train accidents, to be reported as such.

e element of danger in a train “ partially air braked» lies in the. fact
that a quick stoppage of the cars in the front of the train (by air pressure)
for any reason, causes the unbraked carsat the rear to crowd forward inst
those {gn front with such force that violent shocks are caused. With mnmrs
1y all will stop in unison, or nearly so.

The above total, 130, includes only those cases which clearly come wi
this class. There are many other accidents, no doubt, classed as * falling
from cars,” in which the injuriesare due to violent movements of cars
which would not oecur if all the cars in the train were under the full control
of the engineman by means of his air-brake valve.

Also the following statement, made before the Senate Commit-
tee on Interstate Commerce: -
its%rn' MoszLEY. Yes, sir; each railroad makes a report of every accident on

-

Senator FORAKER. And Iyou mean that that appears from those rta?

Mr. MosELEY. Yes, sir; I wanted the committee fully to understand what
the law of 1803 has really done. At that time the railroads re&ujmd their
men to go in between cars to couple and uncouple. In 1803, of the men who
were empl in conpling and uncoupling cars, 810 were killed and 8,753
were inj Baut in 1901 there were but 168 killed and 2,870 injured. So
that there were 147 fewer men killed and 6,883 fewer men injured in 1901 than
in 18683, when the law was passed, and at the same time there were 4,000 more
men employed in 1901 than there were in 1893,

Mr. Speaker, while we would like to have a separate vote on
the amendment to section 2, and would prefer to have the bill
withount that amendment, still, because of the necessity of havin
section 1 enacted into law and on account of the many other g
features of this measure, we will vote for it as Erasent.ad

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to publish with my re-
marks certain statements and some tables—not very lengthy—to
prove the statements that I have made.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York IR]!: RyaxN
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD an
to insert certain tables.

Mr. SHATTUC. I object.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. .I hope the gentleman will
not object. The request is simply for the privilege of extending
remarks in the RECORD.

Mr. RYAN. Well, then, Mr. Speaker, I will read the state-
ments.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Itisvery unusual to object
to such a reguest.

Mr. WANGER. I hope the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Soat-
mﬂrwﬂl withdraw the objection.

.SHATTUC. If gentlemen will let me exercise my own
judgment, I will withdraw it; But I do not want to be requested
in this way.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw his objection?
The Chair did not understand.

Mr. SHATTUC, I do withdraw my objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio withdraws his ob-
jection. Th?;egrivﬂege ‘requested by the gentleman from New
York is granted. .

Mr. RYAN. I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WANGER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. GROBVINOB{ s

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, in the first place, I want to
make a statement in regard to the parliamentary position.of this
bill and explain a misunderstanding that has grown up through-
out the country among certain parties representing organized
labor in regard to the p where this bill has been gince its pas-
sage in the Senate and the delay that they complain of in regard
to its being brought forward in the House. Hundreds of tele-

from various parts of the country, extending from San

cisco to Portland, have come to the Committée on Rules, re-

eﬂ%ﬁ' 80, ting, and demanding that the committee bring

g‘ia ill before the House. Now, I wish to say that there has

never been a proposition before the Committee on Rules relating

to this bill. ]?No resolution has ever been there to fix a time for
the hearing on this bill.

The Committee on Rules has never had any jurisdiction of
this bill. A comﬂ;te misnnderstanding has been disseminated
throughout the labor organizations of the country which has led
to enormous expense on their part in belegrag;ling to us in regard
to the bill. So much for the misunderstanding that has grown
up with re to that feature of the parliamentary situation of
the bill. Now, in the second place, it is a bill that, coming from
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, could come
up at any time when the committee had seen fit to be ready and
a call of the committee made, and I want to be understood as say-
ing that in my judgment they have made haste to decide the great
questions that have arisen. There has been no delay on the part
of that committee which is inexcusable by any manner of means.
That bill conld come up at any time on a call of committees, and
is here now upon the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania

[Mr. WanGER] to suspend the rules and pass the bill.  So much,
then, for this misunderstanding,

Now, many of the labor organizations of trainmen have op-

and do the amendment to which the gentleman from
ew York [Mr. RYaN] has spoken. I have been in very close
communication with the opposition, which, I think myself, has
not been always quite fully intelligent in regard to the amend-
ment itself, about which they complain; but that isnot important.
They are honest and earnest. I had a conference with a repre-
sentative of these bodies on Saturday evening, and while he thor-
oughly opposed, as strongly as does the gentleman from New
York, the amendment referred to, he snggested to me what I
think was a very sensible proposition—that unless the amendment
could have a separate vote in the House, which I told him it cer-
tainly could not, that then in his opinion the bill better be
as it is, as it comes from the committee, as it is recommended by
the committee, with the hope, however feeble it may be or how-
ever strong it may be, that something better may be given in the
committee of conference between the two Houses.

That is all I desire to say, Mr. Speaker. I have intended, first,
to place the Committee on Rules in its proper position in rela-
tion to this bill, and, secondly, to point out that the bill is a ordi-
nary bill which does not require, under existing circumstances,
any rule of the committee, and, thirdly, that the men who have
more closely applied themselves to my education upon this point
prefer the bill wounld as it is than that it should be defeated.

Mr. WANGER. r. Speaker, I wonld ask the gentleman from
New York to consume more of his time.

Mr, RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I have no request for any further
time from ?l{Eganﬂeman on this side.

The SPE R. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has six
minutes remaining.

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to my col-
league, the gentleman from Pe lvania [Mr. DALZF.’LLL.

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I had intended to make some
observations respectin%thls bill from the standpoint of a member
of the Committee on Rules, but the gentleman from Ohio [Mr,
GRrOSVENOR] has so thoroughly explained the sitnation that I do
nof think itisnecessary for me to say any more. Never gince I have
had anything to do with public affairs have I been so beset with
telegrams and letters and resolutions from all parts of the coun-
try, all of them showing that there was a misapprehension as to
the parliamentary status of this bill. Of conrse there never was
any necessity for action on the part of the Committee on Rules.
The Committee on Rules was never called upon or requested to
take any action with respect to the bill. Itis here nowinitsregu-
lar order, and the House has an opportunity to pass upon it. Al-
though the bill may not contain all of the features that some gen-
tlemen desire and may contain some features that some gentle-
men do not de,;ire, bx; tiﬁ inHa situa:)tio?h where it can flfnally be
passed upon, i e House, e committee of confer-
ence. ng.ltl: is all I care to say about t]ge matter.

Mr. WANGER. Mr. , I desire to say one word more.
The legislation which was desired by the gentleman to whom my
friend from New York [Mr. Ryax] and my friend from Ohio

Mr. GrROSVENOR] referred, authorized the Interstate Commerce
mission to entirely suspend any provision of this act as to

any carrier. Theonly change we make is to give them authority
to reduce the minimum on application, where necessary, for a
stated limited time, so that the requirement of using a certain

-minimum instead of not going into effect at all as to certain rail-

ways under our amendment will probably go into effect as to
all of them. When entering upon the consideration of this ques-
tion my first impression was that no legislation could be too
drastic in requiring the largest use of air, but a further study of
the subject what I should have recognized from the start,
that while theoretically the use of air through an entire train is
the proper thing, yet practically it possibly involves more perils
than it avoids.

Every additional car with air appliance weakens the whole.
Its effectiveness depends upon its effectiveness throughout the
train. The rupture of the hose of a brake in one car destroys the
effectiveness of all, and each counpling of air hose adds to the
danger, as operatives have to reach under the carstodo the coup-
ling. Another thing to which I wish to direct attemtion is the
fact that as our locomotives are equipped to-day probably com-
paratively few of them have sufficient air-pumps with which to
operate air-brake appliances on every car in a long train, and un-
less they have then again are greater duties, perils, and dangers
thrown upon the trainmen; so that I reiterate that in my judg-
ment the only just criticism which can be offered to this measure
is that it is too drastic in its provisions requiring the use of air.
Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend the
rules and pass the bill with the amendments of the committee.

The guestion being taken, the Speaker announced that, two-
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, nority are

thirds voting in favor of the moﬁoﬁ, the rules were suspended
and the bill was passed.

NATIONAL-BANK NOTES.

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to snbmit a privileged
from the Committee on Rules.
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls up a
privileged report, which the Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resclution of the
House No. 887, have considered the same and report the following in lien

Ressived, That House bill 16398, providing for. the jasue and circulation of
national-bank notes, shall have for the remainder of this session the same

rivilege that the rules give to bills reported by committees under the privi-
ggﬂ giving leave to report at any time.”

Mr. DALZELL. DMr.Speaker, this rule has relation to what is
known as the Fowler currency bill. The purpese of the rule is
not to fix any particular time for the consideration of that bill,
but to make it possible for the House to take up the bill at such
time as may be the most favorable for its consideration. The
purpose is mot now to interrupt the proceedings that we have
started on to-day. Immediately on the adoption of this rule, or
its disposition by the House, as I understand, the Speaker will
return to the business of suspensions.

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say,on behalf of the
minority members of the committee, that we are ready and will-
ing at any time to take up the bill and have it considered, but we
desire ample time for the discussion of the bill.

Mr. DALZELL. There is no limitation in this rule,

Mr. TALBERT. I hope there is no disposition on the other
side of the House to limit the debate. 'We are ready and willing
to consider it.

Mr. DALZELL. There is no disposition to limit time.

Mr. TALBERT. I havenot discussed this with the other mem-
bers. but I suppose we would be glad now to fix a time. The mi-
d to the passage of this bill. We have submitted
nothing in its place. We just simply have presented our report,
which I suppose the members have, and which speaks for itself.
‘We have no bill to present as the minority of the committee, but
we are ready and willing to proceed with the consideration of it
at any time.

Mr. DALZELL. I think the gentleman misunderstood me per-
haps. Itis notthe purpose of this rule to fixany time. The pur-
pose of the rule is to put the bill where, when the opportunity is
offered, it can be taken up.

Mr. TALBERT. And when it is presented, then arrangements
will be made for time.

Mr. DALZELL. It does not interfere with the appropriation
bills, conference reports, or special orders.

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to ask the gentleman a question.

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly.

Mr. HEPBURN. If this rule is adopted, is it not true that all
other business except privileged business can be displaced by this
bill, that this will be the special order in the absence of others?

Mr. DALZELL. It can be called up at any time.

Mr. HEPBURN. And that noother business can be transacted
except by unanimous congent?
beMr:S?dALZELL. Oh, yes; the question of consideration could

raised.

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, I know; but this will have the right of

WAY,

L)I’r. DALZELL. It is just like any other bill. It is in the
power of the House.

Mr. HEPBURN. In other words, it will be a buffer. Every-
thing else will have to run up against it.

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I will say to the gentleman that my
information is that this bill is not going to take any particular
length of time in its disposition.

.HEPBURN. Noj;we haveonly two weeksleft. [Langhter.]

Mr. TALBERT. I ask that the resolution be read again.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be
again reported by the Clerk.

The resolution was again . -

Mr. TALBERT. Ishould like to ask the gentleman if he could
not, if he saw proper, bring in another rule, limiting debate and
not tz?]:owing time for debate? I want to get a promise from the

IMan.
geilir. DALZELL. Iknow of no such purpose. Does the gentle-
man from Tennessee desire to be heard?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I only want to yield a few
minutes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT].

Mr. DALZELL. Ireservethe balanceof my time, Mr. Speaker.

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. All r:igit, then I yield five
minutes to the gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. DALZELL. I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia.
How much time does he desire?

Mr. BARTLETT. Five minutes.

Mr. DALZELL. I yield five mintes to the gentleman.

Mr. BARTLETT. Iap iate the courtesy of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania. Mr. er, it is not my ﬁurpose to oppose
the rule obstinately. If the majority, having the power, as they
have, desire to have this bill discussed and voted upon, so far as
I am individually concerned, I am content with it. I shall not
vote for the rule. Very few seem to know what is the best thing
to do with reference to the amending of the laws on the subject
of the national-bank currency. Bankers differ among themselves
what should be done. A very wise saying of the late Speaker,
Thomas B. Reed, was, ** When you do not know what to do, do
not doit.”” Icommend the wisdom of this saying to the majority
for their consideration.

I do not believe that thisis a good bill to pass, nor do I believe
it is in the interest of the expansion, the proper expansion, of the
currency of the country, nor does it answer the demands of the
business people of the country, nor does it bemefit the great
masses of the people. Whatever I may have to say upon that
subject I reserve to a later opportunity. I desire simply at pres-
ent to correct a most erroneous impression that has recently ap-
peared in the press with reference to this bill and the position of
the minority members of the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency. Speaking for myself, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this
bill. I have not signed nor do I intend to sign any report which
favors any pending legislation now before the House or before
the Committee on Banking and Currency with reference to the
expansion of the national-bank carrency. I mean by that (and
my position is well understood) that I favor neither the Fowler
bill. the Padgett bill, the Lewis bill, nor the Pugsley bill.

Now, the suggestion has been made in the press that the mi-
nority members of the committee sug'gested or recommend either
one of these measures as the views of the minority, to be submitted
}IJ% the minority members as a substitute for the Fowler bill.

at,so far as I am concerned,is entirely erroneous. The minority
members of the Committee on ing and Currency have not
recommended any bill or substitute for the Fowler bill. Neither
of the bills other than the Fowler bill has been acted on by the
committee, nor have the minority members beencalled on tocon-
sider any other bill or measure relating to the national-bank cur-
rency. Speaking for myself, I desire to say I shall not support
either of these bills. I belong to that school of Democrats that
wonuld, if it were in its power, absolutely repeal the law which
aunthorizes national as banks of issue. 1 belong to that
school of Democrats that believe that the Federal Government
should coin the money of the Government and should also issue
the currency, to be redeemed by the Government in coin of the
G")r'f f ‘“‘*x“i‘iﬁi?ﬁ‘ 21110“ mt{'he - Pennsylvania for givi

erefore e gentleman from vania for giving

me an o;;[ﬁ)rruni?to say what I have—that I am opposed to this
bill and all bills of this character. It probably may not be voted
on at this session of Congress. We are nearing the end of the
sesgion, and we may get it ngsone day and not proceed with it
the next day. My judgment is there will be no vote upon it be-
fore this Congress adjourns. I believe, Mr. § , if Congress
would devote its time rather to pass laws in favor of the la
than to aid by this sort of legislation the stock gamblers in Wall
street, that the country and the people would be better off
now. éﬁ%ﬂm] ol ]
Mr. ERT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a few
minutes?

Mr. DALZELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. CaNNON].

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, there are many people in the
United States that believe some currency legislation ought to be
enacted. I donot believe that there are any considerable number
of people who are agreed as to just what it ought to be. I doubt
if it is practicable during the closing hours of this session to intel-
ligently consider and enact currency legislation. The naval bill
has not yet been considered, nor the fortification bill, nor has the
general deficiency bill been reported. Many important measures
other than supply bills are pen , and but few of the supply
bills have been enacted. Many of them are liable to lead perhaps
to the consumption of more time in the House on the Senate
amendments they required in their passage in the first
instance.

The time devoted to the business which must pass is less than
sufficient to properly consider it. And I may go further and say
to safely consider the matters that are to be before the House on
the one hand and the Senate upon the other. I desire to say
further that, as a matter of individual opinion, I do not believe
it is either practical or”safe to enact currency iegis]ation in the
closing hours of this session. Yet, out of deference to ple
who have decided convictions as to the desirability of legislation,
and from a willingness touching matters of great importance
that run to all the people, I do not desire by my vote to assist in
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denying recognition for consideration of this or any other matter
of real importance. I say again that there is not sufficient time
to properly consider this bill during the remainder of this session.
So far as this bill is concerned, it does not meet with my approval
or judgment. It is proper for me to say that; but while I do say
that, I am not willing by my vote to be put in the position of say-
ing that if I had the power I wonld deny consideration to a ques-
tion of its importance. Therefore I shall vote for the rule, and
trust, if the bill does pass, it will be fully and fairly considered
and very %:&u.tl amendad.

Mr. TALBERT. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to
yield me three minutes.

Mr. DALZELL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from
Sonth Carolina.

Mr. TALBERT. Mr, Speaker, I want to repeat what I said a
moment ago; that the report of the minority members of the com-
mittee speaks for itself. They are opposed to the Fowler bill.
They so state, and they give their reasons, and gentlemen may
ren.({ the report and see what they are. If any member of the
minority has prepared a bill, it is an individual bill; it has not re-
ceived the indorsement of the minority, and has never been sub-
mitted. I am opposed, like my friend from Georgia [Mr. BART-
LETT], to this bill, and I indorse his position. At the same time
I stand ready and willing to vote for the rule, and to consider any
question, because I do not believe in standing in the way of con-
sidering anything. My idea of legislation is, let it be presented,
let it be considered with full time for discussion, and then let the
majority decide and take the consequences. I am opposed to this
bill, shall do all I can against it, and leave the matter with the
majority. And I will vote for this rule if it can be amended so
as to state the time for discussion. so that the previous question
can not be ordered and shut off debate.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield to me
for three minutes?

Mr. DALZELL. I have agreed to yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UxpErwoop], and I hope then
that we can have a vote. This is suspension day, and a great
n:f;a.ny gentlemen are waiting to have their favored bills disposed

of.

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman permit me a question?

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly.

Mr. LACEY. I want to ask the gentleman whether considera-
tion of this bill could be questioned on any day?

Mr. DALZELL. Undoubtedly.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, if the adoption of this rule
committed me in any way to the bill in favor of asset currency,
I would vote against the rule and I would make strenuous oppo-
gition at this time. In fact, some time ago the committee agreed
on a rule that brought this matter to a vote at an early day. 1
was opposed to that rule, but the amended rule brought in this
morning provides for ample debate, and no fixed time for clos-
ing debate, and no time to bring a vote on this question. There-
fore I do not propose to vote against the rule, not becanse I am
in favor of considering this question, not because I believe that
the country is ready to accept any ﬁroposition looking toward
adset currency, but simply because there are a number of mem-
bers on the floor of this House that believe in asset currency and
want an opportunity to state their position to the country. It is
a question on which I believe they ought to have an opportunity,
and therefore that far I am willing to go.

I know, as every member of the House knows, that with the
ordinary drift of business from now on there will be no oppor-
tunity given to have a liberal debate on this bill and bring it to
a final vote before the close of the session. Believing that to be
the case, I am willing to accept the rule and give the gentlemen
who favor the proposition an opportunity to state their views on
the floor of this House. Otherwise I would not be in favor of it.

Now, I do not believe that the Democratic party—there may
be a few members of the minority on the committee who favor
asset enrrency and have their bill—but Ido not believe that they
voice the judgment or opinion of this side of the House. I do
not believe that they voice the opinion or the judgment or the
views of the Democratic party throughout the country. From
the beginning of the century the Democratic party has been op-
posed to bank money. They are op to banks of issue to-day,
and I believe they are opposed to it in the shape of asset cur-
rency as well as they were to the original national-bank currency.

Mr. GILBERT. Will the gentleman from Alabama yield for
a question?

r. UNDERWOOD. Yes.

Mr. GILBERT. Will the adoption of this rule facilitate the
passage of the bill? A .

Myr. UNDERWOOD. If it were possible at this time to bring
it to a vote, the adoption of my rule, of course, would facilitate it
to that extent,

Mr. GILBERT. Does not the gentleman think that we who
:llﬁ’gonize the bill, to be consistent, should antagonize the rule

Mr. UONDERWOOD. I think so. I have no word to say to
gentlemen as to voting in favor of the rule. I do not make any
strenuous opposition against it, althongh I should not vote for the
bill. I believe there are men on that side of the House as well as
on this side of the House who desire to bring the question before
the country by a statement of their views. I have no desire to
cut them off. But if I did believe the adoption of this ruls meant
that it would bring the House to a vote on the question; if it
meant that it might bring a likelihood of the passage of the bill,
then I would be in favor of a strenuous opposition to the rule at
this time. I now yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
RoBiNsoN].

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama

has ex;f)ltred.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I ask the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania to vield me two minutes.

Mr. DALZELL. I will yield, and then I shall call for a vote.

Mr. ROEINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I simply want in
that two minutes to state that I am opposed to the propesition of
asset currency as embodied in the Fowler bill, and the same propo-
sition in the Padgett bill. The latter, as I nunderstand, has no in-
dorsement of the minority members of the appropriate committee.

Mr. BARTLETT. It has never been submitted to them.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And it has never been submitted
to them, as the gentleman from Georgia says. I shall content
myself in voting against the rule, not desiring to ask for or car-
ing whether there is any roll call upon it. The ruleis presented not
for the purpose of facilitating any legislation in regard to these
propositions, as has been generally stated around on the floor, be-
canse this bill, it is clearly nnderstood, will not reach the stage
of passage in this Congress. Treating this as a buffer against
other threatened legislation, I will not ask for a roll call, but I
want at this time to enter my vote against the general proposi-
tion, against the proposition of asset cnrrenci; and as it now in-
directly arises on the rule proposed, I hope the members on this
side will, in their capacity as Representatives and members of
the Democratic ?rty, feel free to do =o.

; Ehe SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso-
ution.

; ng question was taken; and the Chair stated that he wasin
oubt,

The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 76.

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered. '

Mr. TALBERT. Mr.Speaker, Irisetoaparliamentaryinquiry.
I stated that I was in favor of the consideration of this measure;
but I want to ask whether it wounld be in order to amend this res-
olution so as to fix a time limit for the debate. -If that ean be
done, I am in favor of it. _

The SPEAKER. That can not be done under the present cir-
e TALBERT. T posed to th ition unless that

T . ITamo e pro; on ess tha
condition can be agreed to.p e

The SPEAKER. The House is now,dividing.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 130, nays 93,
answered ‘‘ present’’ 6, not voting 120; as follows:

YEAS—130.
Adams, Draper, Eahn, Reeder,
Alexander, Eddy, Kete! Beott,
Allen, Me. Emerson, Knapp, Shattue,
Bartholdt, Evans, Lacey, Sherman,
Bates, Fitzgerald, Lawrence, Showalter,
Bisho Fletcher, Lessler, Sibley,
Blackburn, fordney, Littauer, Bkiles,
Boreing, P Littlefield, Bmith, Iowa
Boutell, Poster, V. Loud, Smith, H. C.
Bowersock, fowler, Loudenslager, Smith, 8. W.
Brandegee, Gaines, W. Va. Lovering, smith, Wm. Alden
Brick, Gardner, Mich, McCleary, Southard,
Bromwell, Gibson, McLachlan, Bouthwick,

s Gillet, N. Y. Marshall, PETTY,
Burke, 8. Dak. Gillett, Mass. Martin teele,
Burleigh, Graff, Metealf, Stevens, Minn.
Burton, Greene, Mass, Miller, Stewart, N. J.
Cannon, Grosvenor, Mondell, Stewart, .
Capron, Hamilton, Moody, torm,
Conner, Hanbury, Morgan, Tawne
Coombs, Morrell, Tayler, Ohio
Cousins, Hedge, Morris, Thayer,
Cromer, Hemenway, Mudd, Thomas, Towa
Crum i Henry, Conn. Olmsted, Tirrell,
Currier, Hepburn, Otjen, an Voorhis,
Curtis, Overstreet, Vreeland,
Cushman, Hitih Parker, anger,
Dalzell, Holliday, Payne, arnock,
Darragh, Howell, Pearre, Watson,
Deemer, hes, kins, oods]

Dick, . Hgﬂ, Powers, Me. Wrigh
las, Jenking, 1 T8,
Dovener, Jones, Wash, ] ce,
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. NAYS-H. Mr. MaroN with Mr. SHACKLEFORD.
Allan'i'Ky. Binmgo% E}a]t)g:‘g, Russell, ﬁr. }aANDIS w1téh Mr. Ihlggn SO .
Ball, Tex. ougherty, uf yan, r. JACKSON of Mary wi . GaNes of Tennessee.
P eond, i e B poronEh, Mr. IRWIN with Mr. FLANAGAN.
Be Flood, Little, Sima, Mr. GeRAHAM with Mr. COONEY. :
pousoR. 5 Lo ST Xy Mr. GILL with Mr. BUTLER of Missouri.
Branticy:’ Glass, Mobas, el el Mr, FOERDERER with Mr. CREAMER. 7
Breazeale Gooch, Maddox, Spight, Mr. Burk of Pennsylvania with Mr. BELLAXNY,
Browsard,  Gordoh, = Mshonel, SN mer | Mr Browswith Mr. WimELER.
Burkett, Griffith, Moon, Swann: Mr. BaLL of Delawam with Mr. SELRY.
leson, Gri Naphen, Talbert, Mr. Corriss with Mr. WooOTEN,
Burnett Hay, Norton, Tate, Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana,
ooy Tty Tex, ‘r’maen Tex.  Thomas N C. Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. WILSON.
&t:ﬁingﬁam, Emke:‘-d Reid Thomy % %cumu withthGﬂ.rDréoam.
rk, owar ichardson, Ala. Trimble, . CONNELL wi . SHAFROTH.
Cla, Jacks Kans, Richardson, Tenn. Underw s
cmf,.ts?'“‘ Sonnaos. ixey vmv.,}’?d' Mr. SHELDEN with Mr, LINDSAY.
Coc'[hmr, Kehoe, Robertson, La. Williams, IIL On this vote: ) ; .
Cowherd, Kern, Eobinson, Ind. Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania with Mr. JoNES of Virginia,
Davis, Fla. Kitchin, Claude Rucker, mor. Mr WARN'ER with Mr. RoBB
De Armond, Kitchin, Wm. W. Ruppert, .. 4 A o
RED % PRESENT 8 Mr. Paruer with Mr. McCuLrocH. .
ANSWE : Mr. NeepHAM with Mr. LewIs of Georgia.
e 455 Hopkios, A Mr. Jov with Mr. MCANDREWS.
4 O O VOTTRG_130 Mr. Grow with Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana.
Hhea Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. CROWLEY,
A onon, De Pl Bors Mr. EScH with Mr. BRUNDIDGE.
m? gg'ight, Lindsay, Robe r o % goomm of Wmcgﬁsil{mr with Mr. RHEA.
s W Long, nson, Ne r. CALDERHEAD Wi BELMONT.
Barnev, g SeATAeNN, o, Mr. BARNEY with Mr. COCHRAN,
Eu}:lm{.' glnur%gnn. MoCle ghmi‘}etord, Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. ADAMSON.
onf 'verderer, o
Bh ham, gainas. Tenn, ﬁcDermo Shallenberger, RIVERSMAND HABBO?)S- 25
v e ‘1'“”'1 » Mass. llcm! Sha‘m s Mr. COOPER of Texas. r. Speaker, by direction of the Com-
%;‘E{S‘w‘ gm‘ TR Moy ony gmju,: . mittee on Rivers and Harbors, I move to suspend the rules and
Brown, lenn, Mercer, Snook, pass the bill (H. R. 17243) which I send to the Clerk’s desk, with
Brownlow, Goldfogle, i e S anan, the committee amendment thereto in the form of a substitute. -
Burk, Pa. Grow, ?'  Sapmialeds The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves to suspend
Butler, Mo Heatwole, Sutherland, the rules and pass with the committee amendment the following
Butler, Hildebrant, Mutchler, Bw: S bill, which the Clerk will report.
wcalda{ ek Neville, ?WID nmmnmlm Ohio The Clerk re?id as follows: ik Lo
o ackson, evin, ac . An act to amend “An act making iona for the co
Connell, Jett, Newlands, Wadsworth, pnir, and preservation of certain ubl?:?wmt.:prh onrivers and harbors, an m&tor
Cooney, Jones, Va. Padgett, ‘Warner, " g wved June 1
Ooog: Wis. Joy, ar, Weeks, B out all after the enacti cla and insert the followi
Cor 1 Patterson, Pa. ‘Wheeler, “That the Secretary of War is by authorized and direc ta usa and
Creamer, Ky Patterson, Tenn.. White, d the 3125.00] a‘ppro}msmd by an’act entitled ‘An act making
Crowley, Lam Pierce, iley, ﬂm for the repair, and tion of oertnin
Dalile, Landis, ’usﬂeﬁj Wilson, Sorks on rivers and ha.rhors. ‘and for other purposes.’ approved June ]g.nm’
Davey, La. Lassiter, La. Wooten, for the purpose of improving mouths of SBabine and Nec rivers, Texas,
Davi Lester, Reeves, Young. mrds%oe with House B ent gtga > Firty-% th C oes. 5
s BORSIoN. c(mn--ctm 8 same wit! ne Pass by a IINe] eet deep
So the resolution was adopted. through Akef in excavating and constructing a channel 8 or more

The Clerk announced the following pairs:
For the session:

Mr. DayroN with Mr. MeEYER of Louisiana.
Mr. McCaLy with Mr. McCLELLAN,

Mr. BeRowxLow with Mr. PIERCE.

Until further notice:

Mr. LoxG with Mr. NEWLANDS.

Mr. BixgEAM with Mr. ELLioTT.

Mr. HoPKINS with Mr. SWANSON.

Mr. AcHESON with Mr. SPARKMAN.

Mr. BemLer with Mr. Fox,

Mr. PaTTERSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. RoBiNsoN of Ne-

Mr. Kxox with Mr. EDWARDS,
Until Wednesday:

Mr. KyLE with
For this day:
Mr. BaBcook with Mr. McDERMOTT.

Mr. Bristow with Mr. SNOOK.

Mr. LEwis of Pennsylvania with Mr. BowIzs,
Mr. DriscoLL with Mr. PADGETT.

Mr. DwicHT with Mr. SULZER.

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. SMALL.

Mr. HavGeEN with Mr. MUTCHLER.

Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. MAYNARD,

Mr. Maxy with Mr. JETT.

Mr. Jack with Mr. FINLEY.

Mr. SUTHERLAND with Mr. WILEY.

Mr. Youna with Mr. WHITE.

Mr. WapswoRrTH with Mr. PUGSLEY.

Mr. SuLLOWAY with Mr. SHALLENBEERGER.

Mr. SmitH of Illinois with Mr. NEVILLE.

Mr. RoBERTS with Mr, PATTERSON of Tennessee,
Mr. REEVES with Mr. MICKEY.

Mr. NEVIN with Mr. LASSITER.

Mr. MiNoR with Mr. McLAIN.

Mr. MerceErR with Mr. LESTER.
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r. GLENN.

feet deep rmm the mouths of the Sabine and Neches rivers, at or near the
v;w of Babine Lake, to Taylors Bayou, a navigable stream in the Stato
o

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that a second be considered as ordered.
The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?
Mr. BARTLETT. None has been demanded.
The SPEAKER. A second is not demanded. The question is’
eg the rules and passing the bill with the substitute
recommend by the committee.
uestion was taken; and in the o
thn'ds
passed.

inion of the Chair two-
ving voted for the motion, the bill as amended was

LIFE-SAVING STATION AT LORAIN,

Mr. SKILES. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on
Interstate and Foreagl Commerce, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H 14384) providing for a life-saving station
at the mouth of Black River, at or near the city of Lorain, Lo-
rain County, in the State of Ol:uo, and for life-saving crew, Btcn
with committee amendments, which I will send to the desk and
ask to have read.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves to suspend
the rules and pass with amendments the following bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it ete., That there be established a life-saving station at tha
mouth of Black iver. at or near tha ci of Lorain, Lorain Cou m,

State of Ohio, and the tary of is hereby requi to E}o-
vide for such establishment and sugged t.he same with the necessary
saving crew and furnishings, as pro by law.

The following committee amendments were read:

Btrike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following:

**That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to
establish a life-saving station at the mouth of Black River, at or near thecity
ofLomin.Ohio at such point as the General Superintendent of the Life-

Saving Service may recommend.”

° Amend the title so as to read: “A hill to establish a life-sa station at
the mouth of Black River, at or near the city of Lurain inthe State of Ohio.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and

passing the bill.,
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand a
second in order that we may have some explanation.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks for a

second.

Mr. SXTLES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a
second be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimons
consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there objec-
tion? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none, and recognizes the
gentleman from Ohio, who has twenty minutes.

Mr. SKILES. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides for establishing

pﬁomin Harbor. Lorain is located about
equal distance between the city of Cleveland and Marble Head,
being 30 miles from each of these points. The Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce have unanimously recommended
the passage of the bill, as has the Superintendent of the Life-
Saving Service, and also the Secretary of the Treasury. The re-
port of the Superintendent shows that this is a dangerous coast,
and there is no protection to life or traffic at this particular place.
Just recently there was a disaster there which resulted in destroy-
ing a large vessel, and a number of people would have been lost
had it not been for the fact that thelive-saving crew at Cleveland,
a distance of 30 miles, was transported to the point by rail, and in
that way the crew was saved.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and
passing the bill with the amendment. [0 .

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two-
thirds having voted for the motion, the rules were suspended and
the bill as amended was

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment to the
title will be agreed to.

SALE OF CERTAIN LANDS.

“Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Commit-
tee on Public Lands, I move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H. R. 16069) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to sell
certain lands therein mentioned, which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida moves to sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is herehy,

authorized to causa to be sold, under the provisions of section 2455, Revised

Statutes, as amended by the act of February 26, 1895, providing for the sale
of isolated tracts, in so far as the same shall apply, the south half of the
L L e R A SR R
e . acres of lan

?;rurt}htg&minulenlgdim in that State, which land is no longer needed by the
United States.
" The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and
passing the bill. = ok :

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended and
the bill was passed.

GEORGE A. DETCHEMENDY,

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee
on Military Affairs I move to suspend the rules and pass, with
amendments, the bill (H. R. 13605) for the relief of George A.
Detchemendy, which I will send to the Clerk’s desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey moves to
guspend the rules and pass with amendments the bill which the
Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States of America is

thorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen-
:‘tle. t(.]o appoint George A.Detchemendy, late a captain in the Twenty-second
Infnntr;:%nitsd States Army, a or of infantry, and that the said Major

hemendy shall be assigned to the first vacancy existing in that arm of
gfetcservice: I’rov(ded. Th.atgﬂl the event of existing disability contracted in
line of duty the President of the United States of America is authorized
to nominate and. by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, toa
point George A. Detchemendy a majorof infantry and place his name on the
Tetired list of the Army as such major, and the retired list is increased by
one for this purpose.

The following committee amendment was read:

Strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert the following:

“That the President is authogzeﬂ to summon George A, Deg:hemendy,
late captain in the Twentvi—second Infantry, United States Army, beforea
retiring board, to inquire whether at the date of his resignation, accepted to
take effect March 10, 1902, he was incapacitated for active service, and
whether such incapacity was the resultof an incidentof service, and whether
said resignation should have been accepted as valid; and upon the results of
said inquiry the President is aunthorized to nominate and appoint, by and

th the advice and consent of the Senate, the said Geo A tc‘hemen‘gy
a captain of infantry, and to place him upon the retired of the Army.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend the
rules and pass the bill. a

Talfe estion being taken, the Speaker amnounced that,two-
thirds %: ing voted in favor of the motion,the rules were sus-
pended }tfl

and the bill as amended was passed. N

COLORADO COOPERATIVE COLONY.

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I move tosuspend the rules and pass
the bill (8. 7288) extending the time for making proof and pay-
ment for all lands taken under the desert-land laws by the mem-
bers of the Colorado Cooperative Colony for a further period of
three years.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the time fixed for making final proof and &:kyn;ment
for all lands located by the members of the Colorado Cooperative yin
an act entitled **An act for the relief of the Colorado Cooperative Colony, to
Rermjt second homesteadsin certain cases, and for other pur?mea," approved

une 5, 1900, and found at page 267 and the following, volume 31, Revised
Statutes of the United States, be, and the same is hereby, extended fora
period of three years longer than the period fixed in said act above described,
to the same extent as if said first extension had been six instead of three
Years.

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and
passing the bill.

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that two-
thirds having voted in favor of the motion, the rules were sus-
pended and the bill was passed.

PATENTS.

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, by authority of the Committee
on Patents, I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. R.
17085) to effectunate the provisions of the additional act of the In-
ternational Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4887 of the Revised Btatutes is amended
changing the word “seven' to **twelve.” and by inserting after the wo
“months™ the words “in cases within the provisions of section 4886 of the
Revised Statutes, and four months, in cases of designs,” and by adding the
following words: **An application for patent for an invention or discovery or
for a design filed in this country by any person who has ously regularly
filed an application for a hfmtent. for the same invention, discovery, or d
in a foreign country which, by treat&convantion. or law, affords sim
privileges to citizens of the United States shall have the same force and effect
as the same aﬁpﬂmﬁon would have if filed in this country on the date on
which the application for patent for the same invention, discovery, or design
was first filed in such foreign country, provided the application in this coun-
try is filed within twelve months in cases within the provision of section 4836
of the Revised Statutes, and within four months in cases of from the
earliest date on which any such foreign application was filed. But no patent
£hall be granted on an application for patent for an invention or discovery or
a design which had been patented or described in a printed publication in
thisoran fore’:%l country more than two years before the date of the actual
filing of the application in this country, or which had been in public use or
on sale in this country for more than two years prior to such 3" 80 that
the section so amended shall read:

“SEC. 4887. No person otherwise entitled thereto shall be debarred from
receiving a patent for his invention or discovery, nor shall any patent be de-
clared invalid by reason of its having been first patented or caused to be pat-
ented by the inventor, or his legal Te ntatives or assigns, in a foreign
country, unless the application for said foreign patent was filed more than
twelve months, in cases within the provisions of section 4536 of the Revised
Statutes, and four months in cases of designs, prior to the filing of the appli-
cation in this country, in which case no patent shall be granted in thiscountry.

“An :ﬂ}pﬁcﬂﬁon or patent for an invention or discovery or for a design
filed in this country by any p2rson who has previously re rly filed an ap-
plication for a patent for the same invention, discove‘rdy, or design in a forei
country which, b{ treaty, convention, or law, affords similar privileges
citizens of the United States shall have the same force and effect as the same
aﬁplicaﬂon would have if filed in this country on the date on which the ap-
gl cation for patent for the same invention, discovery, or design was first

ed in such foreign country, provided the application in this country is filed
within twelve months in cases within the provisions of section of the
Revised Statutes,and within four months in cases of desi from the earliest
date on which any such foreign application was filed, But no patent
granted on an application for patent for an invention or discovery or a de-
sign whic been patented or described in a printed gx‘b,jcntion is or
any foreign country more than two years before the date of the actual filing
of the application in this country, or which had been in public use or on sale
in this coun for more than two years prior to such Al

SEC. 2, That section 4802 of the Statutes is amended by inserting
after the words “n - public” the words * judge or istrate lmvi.nﬁ
an official seal and authorized to administer caths,” and by ing at the en
thereof the words * whose authority shall be proved by certificate of a dip-
lomatic or consular officer of the United States;” so that the section so

amended shall read:

“Spc. 4882, The applicant shall make oath that he does verily believe him-
self to be the origi and first inventor or discoverer of the art, machine,
manufacture, composition, or improvement for which he solicits a patent;
that he does not know and does not believe the same was ever before
known or used; and shall state of what country he isa citizen. Such cath
may be made before any %erson within the United States authorized by law
to administer oaths, or, when the applicant resides in a foreign em:nt‘r{' be-
fore any minister, chargé d'affaires, consul, or commercial agent ho! &.ing
commission under the Government of the United States, or before any notary

blic, ndﬁ. or magistrate having an official seal and authorized to admin-
mr Ofl the torg!gn oom;g? in which the applicant may be, whose au-
thority shall be prov: cate of a diplomatic or consular officer of
the United States.” -

SEec. 8. That section 4806 of the Revised Statutes is amended by adding
thereto the following sentence: * The executor or administrator duly author-
ized under the law of any foreign country to administer upon the estate of
the deceased inventor shall, in case the said inventor was not domiciled in
the United States at the time of his death, have the right to a for and
obtain the patent. The authority of such foreign executor or administrator
shall be proved by certificate of a diglamatic or consular officer of the United
States;" so that section so amended shall read as follows:

“ SEc. 4806. Whenan t'pm'm:m, having made any new inventionor discove
for which a patent have been granted, dies before a patent is
the right of applying for and obhninglg the patent shall devolve on his exec-
utor or tor, in trust for the heirs at law of the deceased, in case
he shall have died intestate; or if he shall have left a will disposing of the

by ce:
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same, then in trust for his devisees, in as full manner and on the same terms
and conditions as the same might have been claimed or enjoyed by him in
his lifetime; and when the application is made by such legal representatives,
the oath or affirmation required to be made shall be so varied in form that
it can be made by them. The executor or administrator duly authorized
under the law of any foreign country to administer upon the estate of the
deceased inventor shall, in case the said inventor was not domiciled in the
United States at the time of his death, have the right toapply for and obtain
the patent. The authority of such foreign executor or ng.ml.n‘.stmtor shall
‘Is:ntaapmved by certificate a diplomatic or consular officer of the United
tes."

Skc. 4. That section 4902 is amended by striking out the words * citizen of
the United States™ in the first line thereof, and substituting the word * per-
son" in place thereof, and by striking out the last clause of said section; so
that this section so amended shall read as follows:

“B8EC. 4002, Any person who makes any new invention or discovery and
desires further time to mature the same may, on payment of the fees required
b;' law, file in the Patent Office a caveat setting forth the de}iﬁx thereof and
of its dis ishing characteristics and praying protection of his right until
he shall have matured his invention. Such caveat shall be filed in the confi-
dential archives of the office and preserved in secrecy, and shall be operative
for tha term of one year from the fi thereof; and if application is made
within the year by any other person for a patent with which such caveat
would in any manner interfere, the Commissioner shall de]{gﬁit the descrip-
tion, specification, drawings, and model of such application in like manner m
the confidential archives of the office and give notice thereof by mail to the
person by whom the caveatwas filed. If such person desires toavail himself
of his caveat he shall file his description, specifications, drawings, and model
within three months from the time of placing the notice in the post-office in
Wnah.hégtun. with the nsual time required for tranmittinq it to the caveator
added thereto, which time shall be indorsed on the notice.”

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand a

second,

The SPEAKER. A second is demanded by the gentleman from
Tennessee.

Mr. CURRIER. Iask unanimous consent that a second may
be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks
unanimous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is
there objection?

There was no objection. .

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes for twenty minutes the
gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. CurrIER] for the bill, and
the gentleman from Tennessee . RicHARDSON] for twenty
minutes, against the bill.

Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Speaker, this bill was drawn by the Com-
missioner of Patents, and is favored by authorities on patent law
throughout the country.

The principal purpose of the bill is to carry into effect an ad-
ditional act adopted by the International Convention for the Pro-
tection of Industrial Property, held at Brussels in December, 1900.

Several of these international conventions have been held for
the purpose of bringing about, as far as possible, uniformity in
the patent laws of the great commercial nations of the world.

At the recent Brussels convention the following countries were
represented: Belginm, Brazil, Denmark, the Dominican Republic,
Spain, France, Great Britain, Italy, Japan, Norway, The Nether-
lands, Portugal. Servia, Sweden, Switzerland, and Tunis.

The additional act there agreed upon simply extends the period
of priority in applications for patents from seven months to
twelve months. It does not extend by a single instant the life of
any patent now in existence, or any patent that may be granted
hereafter.

Under existing law an inventor must apply for a patent within
seven months of the time he first applies in any other country, and
it is proposed by the first section of this bill to extend that period
from seven months to twelve months, in accordance with the
agreement reached at that international convention.

Nearly all of the nations which were represented there have
already passed the necessary legislation to give force to this act.
I will read the names of the countries that have already legis-
lated: Belgium, Denmark, France, Great Britain, Italy, Japan,
Th; Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland,
an :
It will be noticed that nearly every nation represented at that
convention has already enacted the necessary legislation to give
this act full force and effect. It seems but fair that this country
shounld take similar action. We have embodied in this bill a re-
ciprocal feature, providing that this extension shall be given only
to citizens of countries that give a similar privilege to our citi-
zens. And probably no Feople will be favored so much by this
extension as the people of the United States.

The second section of this bill will permit oaths to be executed
in applications for patents in foreign countries, to be filed here,
to be taken before éindges and magistrates anthorized to adminis-
ter oaths there, and having official seals. Their authority will be
proved by a certificate from a foreign representative of this coun-
try. At the fresent time-such oaths must be taken before a rep-
resentative of this country or a notary public, and in many for-

eign countries notaries public are not anthorized by local law to
administer oaths at all.
The third section of the bill will permit foreign executors and

administrators in making application for patents here in the right
of a deceased foreign inventor to make the application without
taking out ancillary letters of administration in this country.
There seems to be no reason why this change should not be made,
as it can harm no one, and it will save foreign executors and ad-
ministrators the trouble and expense of an absolutely useless
formality.

The fourth section of the bill makes a slight change in the
caveat law, in order to make that law conform to the law relating
to applications for patents. Under the law now any person liv-
ing anywhere may apply for a patent here, but only a citizen of
this country can file a caveat, which is merely a preliminary ap-
plication for a patent. We do not discriminate against the citi-
zens of foreign countries in regard to making application for
patents, and no reason exists for discriminating against them in
the matter of filing a preliminary application. No harm can
come to anyone from this change, and there are important rea-
sons why the change should be made now.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time and yield five
minutes to the Eentlema.n from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY].

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield?

Mr. CURRIER. To the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr, Taw-
NEY]. :

r. TAWNEY. I prefer to wait and see whether there is any
opposition to the bill, Mr. Speaker, before occupying the time of
the House.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I reserved the twenty min-
utes. I understand this bill is unanimously reported by the Com-
mittee on Patents.

Mr. CURRIER. Itis.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ihavenoobjection. Iyield
to the gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, there is no question in the world
but that the bill ought to pass. It does not cost anything. It
does nobody any harm, and it is a sort of condition precedent to
certain exhibitors in Europe coming from there with designs to
the Word's Fair at St. Louis. It is not possible to do any harm.

5 Y. Mr. Speaker, I will say that representatives of
the French Government have called my attention to the fact that
unless they can secure Ogﬁbortunity to file a caveat the inventors
of France feel they w not have that protection which they
think they ought to have in order to exhibit their inventions at
the Louisiana Purchase Exposition, and this provision will enable
them to do that.

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and
passing the bill.

The %uestion was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two-
thirds bhaving voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended
and the bill was passed.

LIGHT-HOUSE DEPOT, BOSTON, MASS,

Mr. NAPHEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (8. 7043) as amended by the committee,

The Clerk read as follows:

To edtablish a light-house depot for the Second light-house district, Boston
Harbor, husetts.

Be it enacted, efe., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby,
authorized and directed to locate and establish a light-house depot for the
Second 1i ]&thhouse district in Boston Harbor, usetts, at a cost not to
ex 000,

SEc. 2, That that part of the act making appropriations for sundry civil
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, a})prmed
E: Y

June 28, 1902, appr: ristin%the sum of §25,000 for the establisment of a light-
house depot at e Island, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts, be, and the same
is hereby, re; ed.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman a

uestion, and I ask unanimous consent that a second may be con-
sidered as ordered. . i

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. NAPHEN. With pleasure.
. Mr. CANNON. My recollection about this light-house depot
is that the Government has a site there, owns the property, and
that the appropriation was made for the improvement of the site
last year. Am I correct about that?

Mr. NAPHEN. Yes, sir,

_Mr. CANNON. What is the matter? We have got various
sites in Boston Harbor.

Mr. NAPHEN. Yes, sir.
Mr. CANNON. Yes; but we own the site there.

_Mr. NAPHEN. Because the United States has other available
sites in Boston Harbor where this depot can be located, we object
to such an unmtﬁhtly structure as the erection of a light-house on
this island would be. The Secretary of the Treasury has care-
ful.l{’oaonmdered the erection of a lifht.-housa depot in Boston
Harbor and the proposed change of location meets with his ap-
proval. The appropriation in the sundry civil bill of last ses-
sion confined erection of the station to Castle Island. This
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bill leaves it entirely in the discretion of the Secretary of the
Treasury to select the site. It calls for no additional money; it
simply reappropriates the amount voted for the erection of the
depot upon Castle Island.

r. Speaker, in the first session of the Fifty-first Congress per-
mission was granted to the city of Boston to improve and beau-
tify Castle Island in connection withits public park on condition
that the excavations and fillings met with the approval of the
Secretary of War. The plans of the proposed improvements
were submitted and approved by the Secretary. The city of
Boston in good faith expended between thirty-five and forty
thousand dollars in making the island available for park par-

and in the erection of a bridge connecting it with the
mainland. It would be an injustice now to deprive us of the use
of this island when there are several other available sites within
the harbor,

I can say withont fear of contradiction that this island is one
of the most popular resorts in Boston. It is visited by both rich
and poor alike. Its use is not confined to the residents of Boston
alone; people from various sections of the State enjoy its beauties.
The first intimation that the people of Boston that it was
the intention of the Government to occupy this island for light-
house purposes was in September of last year, when the Secretary
of War informed the mayor of Boston and myself of the permis-
:lhongranéed tothe Light-House Establishment to occupy a part of

S aland. :

Protests against its occupation came from the mayor, members
of the city government. ing citizens, and myself. As a re-
sult, the Secretary of War requested the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to suspend active construction, and nothing further has been
done up to the present time. The passage of the bill will pre-

serve the island as a part of the k system of Boston, and, in
the language of the Secretary of the Treasury, * will protect the
city from an unsightly structure in a very conspicuous place,”

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman to accept an amend-
ment. After the word * usetts,’”” in line 10, insert the
words ‘‘ on land owned by the United States.”

Mr. NAPHEN. I have noobjection, Mr. Speaker. I offer that
as an amendment to the bill.

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the
posed amendment will be submitted, after whic
ask for objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 10, on Iﬁ 1, after the word * Massachusetts,” insert “on land
owned by the Uni States.”

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the suggested amend-
ment? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. It will be
considered as being voted upon with the bill. The question is on
suspending the rules and passing the bill with the amendment
just adopted by the House. ol .

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended
and the bill was passed.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading
clerk, announced that the Senate had d with amendments
bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House
was requested: :

H. R. 2557. An act for the relief of Henry L. McCalla; and

H. R. 12508. An act granting an increase of pension to James
Jones.

The message also announced that the Senate had bill of
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep-
resentatives was requested:

§. 8239, An act granting a pension to John Q. Lane.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 16842) making appropriations to

rovide for the expenses of the government of the District of Co-
Fumbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, and for other pur-
poses, di to by the House of Representatives, had agreed
to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALLisox, Mr.
Quay, and Mr. CocKRELL as the conferees on the part of the
Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 7053)
to further regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the

States.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with-
out amendment a bill of the fonovﬁn% title:

H. R. 16915. An act anthorizing the commissioners’ court of
Escambia County, Ala., to construct a bridge across Conecuh
River at or near a point known as McGowans Ferry, in said
county and State.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the

tleman’s pro-
the Chair will

following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of
Representatives was requested:
Senate concurrent resolution 66.

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there
be printed 1,50 copies, in cloth, of ths first volume of the new edition of the
Senate election cases, compiled in pursuance of the resolution adopted by the
Senate April 17,1902, 500 copies to be for the use of the members of the Senate
and 1,000 copies for the use of the members of the House of Representatives,

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the
following resolution:

Resolvred, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce-
ment of the death of the Hon. RousseAU O. CRUMP, late a Representative
from the State of Michigan.

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that
fitting tribute may be paid to the private and public virtues of the deceased.

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect the Senate, at the conclusion
of these ceremonies, do adjourn.

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House
of Representatives.

SENATE BILL AND RESOLUTION REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and resolution of
the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below:

S. 3239. An act ting a pension to John Q. Lane—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions. .

Senate concurrent resolution 66:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That
there be printed 1,500 copies, in cloth, of the first volume of the new edition
of the Benate Election Cases, compiled in pursuance of the resolution adopted
by the-Senate April 17, 1802, 500 copies to be for the use of the members of

ag%mtemd 000 copies for the use of the members of the House of Repre-
sentatives—

to the Committee on Printing.
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the
following title: -
. 7053. An act to regulate commerce with foreign nations and
among the States,
WILLIAM M’CARTY LITTLE.

Mr. BULL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee
on Naval Affairs to move to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(8. 4557) for the relief of William McCarty Little.

The Clerk read the bill as follows:

That the President is authorized toa: tLieut. William Little,
now on the retired list of the Navy, to be aca on said retired with
the rank and pay of that grade from the date of appointment under this act.

Mr.dRI(IH.A_RDS()N of Tennessee. Mr., Speaker, I demand a
second.

Mr. BULL. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that a sec-
ond be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island asks unan-
imous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there
objection?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Without losing my right
to object, Mr. S r, I want to ask the gentleman from Rhode
Island if this bill has been nnanimously reported by the Commit-
tee on Naval Affairs?

Mr. BULL. Yes. Iwasinstructedbythe committee to ask for

its LEaa.aﬂ.ge.
r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The committee unani-
mously instructed the gentleman to call it up?

Mr. BULL. Yes.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have mo objection, Mr,

Speaker, to a second being considered as ordered.
. The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and a second is
ordered; and the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Rhode
Island for the bill and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicH-
ARDSON] against the bill,

Mr. BULL. Mr. S er, this is a bill to place on the retired
list as a captain an officer in the Navy who is now serving on the
retired list as a lieutenant.
hl]gr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee,

H °

Mr. BULL. From a lientenant to a captain. This officer was
retired in 1884 involuntarily on account of impairment of eye-
sight, but he was not thereby permanently incapacitated for the
performance of effective active service, to which he has been de-
tailed since his enforced retirement.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it is impos-
sible to hear the gentleman from Rhode Island. I insist that we
ought to have some reason if we promote a man and put him on
the retired list.

Mr. BULL. Perhaps the matter will be better explained if the
Clerk will read the first part of the report.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read in the gentleman’s time.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Committee on Naval irs, to whom was referred the bill (8. 45T7)
for the relief of William McCarty Little, having fully considered the facts

Howmuch does it promote




1903.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2277

gy it pele s il Rt pe e e
(e} o

An uumtion%f the ?m:ts in tgmaae will show that the relief asked for is
fully approved by the Navy Department; that it is an exceptional case, and
its e will not form a precedent for any case known to your committee.
It is one in which Congress is asked to right an unintentional wrong in the
interest of a most meritorious officer, one who, during the whole period of
his retirement, has been in acrive touch with the service, and, as expressed
in the humgu of Rear-Admiral Taylor, * His exceptional ability, coupled
with great industry and love of his profession, has been continuo exerted
for the benefit of ge Navy during his retirement, and the work he done
has been very apparent and of tangible value.”

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, Mr. Speaker, if there
is any part of that report that %ivgs any reason why this man
should be put on the retired list I would like to have that read.
So far the Clerk has read a very positive opinion, but no reason
has been given. ] s

Mr. BULL. Since this officer was placed on the retired list
he has practically done active duty. During the Spanish war he
had charge of the Rhode Island Naval Militia organization and
was in command of the coast patrol and coast signal service
along the New England coast. He has been dmn%actlve duty
ever since, and is at present at the Naval War College at New-

Mr. RIXEY. Does this place him on the active list?

Mr. BULL. No; but he would be very glad indeed to go on
the active list,

Mr. RIXEY, What ishis age?

Mr. BULL. I can not state exactly, but he entered the Acad-
emy in 1863. s _

Mr. RIXEY. He was placed on the active list during the Span-
ish war?

Mr. BULL. He did active work, although not technically
upon the active list. I have his record here, if the House would
like to hear it.

Mr. RIXEY, Suppose you let us have his record.

Mr. BULL. I ask that the Clerk read from page 3 of the re-

rt.
poMr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to ask the
gentleman if this bill has been recommended by the Secretary of
the Navy?

Mr. BULL. It has.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iunderstood the gentleman
to say that this officer was desirous of being put on the active

“Mr. BULL. The bill provides that he shall go on the retired

list.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I know; but I understood
the gentleman to say that the officer himself was anxious to get
on the active list. S

Mr.BULL. I thinkhewould beglad to goon the active list, for
the reason that he has been performing active duty without the
aceruning advantages of advancement in rank or the emoluments.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then, while we need so
many officers, why not put him on the active list and let him go
to war?

Mr. BULL. Waeshould be glad to do that, but it is not recom-
mended by the Department, and an amendment of that nature
would alter the purpose of the pending Senate bill, and might
involve failure altogether to pass any bill for Lientenant Little’s
relief. His services, however, will available for active duty
in the future as in the past.

The Clerk read as follows:

PROFESSIONAL WORK DONE BINCE RETIREMENT.

1884. Retired May 16, nearly top of list of senior lieutenants after fourteen
years in that grade.

1885. Course at war college.

1886, Course at torpedo station; course at war college, voluntary librarian;
urged adoption of naval war game, lectured thereon.

IBBT-‘B:H% Each year: Attended war college course; lectured on “ War
game," six lectures; assisted during winter in developing college.

1501-92-93. Sorvincﬁ’ias acting naval attaché in Spain in connection with
Columbian and Madrid expositions and construction of Columbus caravels
under direction of Secretary of Navy.

180495, Each year: Attended war college course and assisted in develop-

t.
mglltlm. Command Rhode Island Naval Militin; war college course.
1807. Command Rhode Island Naval Militia; war college course; torpedo

station course.
ration coast patrol and coast si service. Brought

18498, Command p:
Rhode Island Naval Militia into the naval service for the war and on duty as

executive officer of training station.

1809, Executive officer training station. After war, war college course.

1900. Staff naval war college.

1901. Staff naval war college and still so serving.

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rnles and
passing the bill. L ¥ y

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two-
thirds having voted for the motion, the rules were suspended and
the bill was passed.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ARKANSAS RIVER, STATE OF ARKANSAS.

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H. R. 17204) toauthorize the construction of a bridge

across the Arkansas River at or near Moors Rock, in the State of
Arkansas. J

The Clerk read the billat length.

The SP{JAKERbﬂl . The question is on suspending the rules and
passing the bill.

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended and
the bill was passed.

. AMERICAN REGISTER FOR THE STEAMER BEAUMONT.

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, by the direction of the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, I move to suspend
the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 16734) to provide an American
register for the steamer Beaumont.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby an-
thorized and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer owned hﬁ
citizen of the United States, to be registered as a vessel of the United Sta
under the name of Beaumont, whenever it shall be shown to the Commis-
sioner of Navigation that the snlvn.%pand the irs made in a United States
ghipyard have amounted to three times the price paid for the wreck to her
fore owners, exclusive of salvage.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I demand a second on the motion to

end the rules.
r. FORDNEY. I ask unanimous consent that a second be
considered as ordered.

There was no oebjection.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. FOrRDNEY] to control the time in favor of the bill,
and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LiTTLEFIELD] to control the
time against it.

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, I move to suspend the rules
and pass bill (H. R. 16734) to provide an American register for
the steamer Beaumont. :

Mr. Speaker, this bill provides for issning an American register
for an English-built ship wrecked in foreign waters, rescued by an
American wrecker, and brought to an American shipyard, where
it is now being repaired. It is not new legislation. Many bills
of this kind have come before this House within the past few
yvears. Since 1805 there have been 28 just such measures
by this House, the difference being that in this case there is far
more merit than in any of those 28, for the reason that the
other vessels had been wrecked by foreign wreckers. In this case
an American citizen took his wrecking outfit into the waters of
Nova Scotia, paying duty on that outfit. He blasted a channel
through solid rock some 400 feet to where this vessel lay high and
dry. He dragged it into deep water, brought it info an American
port, and it is now being repaired in a shipyard at Philadelphia.
This was done after wreckers in Nova Scotia and Canadian
wreckers had abandoned the wreck, pronouncing it hopeless. The
vessel was a new one, having been floated only some ten months
before it was wrecked. The American wrecker, being a man of
limited means, got into trouble with the owners, they refusing to
pay him, as he said, according to the contract; and the present
owner went to his relief and furnished him aid, becoming finan-
cially interested in the matter.

The foreign owners were compelled to settle with the wrecker;
the present owner paid to that company $50,000 for the wrecked
vessel, and he also paid $51,000 wreckage. He is now under con-
tract with Cramp & Sons, of Philadelphia, for the repair of the
hull and the foundation and the lining of the engine, mﬁin to
the stearing gear, and other minor repairs. The sum to be paid
under that contract, a certified copy of which I have here, is
$71,500. I have an affidavit from the present owner that, in ad-
dition to the repairs provided in this contract, at least $30,000
more must be spent in repairs to the vessel before she can be
ready to do daty again, making more than the amount required
by section 4136 of the Revised Statutes. Under that provision
the vessel would be admitted to an American register without a
special act, except for the fact that she was wrecked in foreign
waters., If she had been wrecked in American waters, there
would have been no occasion for the present owner coming to
COT& and asking special legislation. I repeat that the law
would provide an American register for this vessel except for
the fact that she was wrecked in foreign waters and less than 150
miles from the home of the gentleman who opposes this measure.

The tendency of legislation of this kind is to stimulate and help
boat building. I know of a case in my home, Saginaw, Mich., in
which Mr. Arthur Hill, now president of the Saginaw Steamship
Company, and his company became interested in the purchase of
a boat which had been wrecked under conditions somewhat simi-
lar to the one under consideration. That company purchased the
wrecked foreign-built ship and rebuilt her in the United States

and became thereby interested for the first time in the shipping
business, and since then and within the past few years his com-
pany has built two 4,000-ton steamships in United States ship-
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yards. And said company has now, as I remember, eight ships
engaged in general shipping.

I desire to further call attention to the construction which has
been placed upon the statute, section 41386, by the Attorney-Gen-
eral, and especially in the decision of Attorney-General Miller, in
which he uses the following language:

The plain intention of section 4136 was to give to wrecked vessels which
&Tﬂ:cﬂcally rebuilt in the United States the same privilege that vessels

we
wouml ve if wholly built within the United States. Its ultimate %
was to ¥ &n—

aid American shipbuilding, and it was evidently considered

gress that the rebuildi pof three-fourths of a vessel was to be encouraged
as well as the building of a vessel entire.

Thisis a ]nﬂain and sensible construction of the law, and the re-
sult of such a construction is beneficial to the general shippin,
interests, and is beneficial to the people who ship goods, benefici
to the whole people. Soisthis proposed legislation, and it is harm-
ful to no interests.

As bearing npon and showing what has been added to our
American merchant marine and shipping under this section of the
Statutes, 4136, I desire to state that since 1884 nearly twohundred
ships have been admitted to American register. Ten of these
came in under the Hawaiian and Porto Rican act.

I have said that 28 ships have been admitted to American regis-
ter since 1895 under circumstances similar to the facts in this boat
Mira, under consideration, none of them having more equities, and
in some cases the equity is not nearly so strong. I submit here-
with a statement of some of these ships.

Steamer Empress.—Registered as Lourava. Owner, John D. Hart. Jan-
uary 2&3. 1895. -third Congress. United States Statutes, page 626, vol-

ume 28,

Bark Linda and bark Archer.—January 16, 1895. Same Congress and same
statutes, ra-}ga 626,

Steamer Nerito.—Registered as Miami. Ownper, Charles W. Hagan. Fifty-
fourth Con . Act approved January 22, 1896. Page 3, United Btates
Statutes at Large, No. 20.

Bark Minde.—Registered as Three Brothers. Owner, Albert F. Dewey.
Fifty-fourth . February 7, 1888. Statutesat Large, page 5.

John Ludwig—Same as above,

Steamer Asturian Prince.—Registered as Matlteawan. Owner,C. W. Hagan.
gy act Congress approved April 4, 1506, Bame statutes, page 85, and same

ongress,

Sgr'leﬂtl‘r Menemsha.—Owner, C. W. Hagan. By act of Congress, approved
June 10, 1898, Bame statutes and Congress, page 321, ¥

Barge Thomas T. Falck.—Registered as Black Diamond. Owner, Mobile
Coal Company. By act approved February 4, 1897, Same statutes and Con-

gress, 511,
BBarﬁE;es.—By act February 8, 1897. Bame statutes and Congress, page
j?n;; E. C. Mowatt —Byact February 13,1807, Same statutes and Congress,

P hantins Sharp Shooter—Registered as Ruth, Owner,J. M. Cunningham
Company. Act February 9,1808. United States Statutes at Large, No. 30,
@ 240, Fifty-fifth Cixgress, second session.
o steamer Cgtﬂgﬁi—()wnarigl}. Btanley Tweedie. Act May 21, 1888, Bame
ngress and si es, ]
cﬁsgmnwr Lgewﬁaﬁeag James Jerome. Act February 19,1888. Bame
ngress and statu page L
Steamer Navahoe.—Owner, B, F. Clyde. Act January 31,1898, Same Con-
gress and statutes page 240, g .

It may also be worthy of mention, and I want to state the fact
before the House, that no bill permitting an American register
or suspending the technicality of the law to it American
registry, even thongh the boat came to peril in foreign waters
just outside of the jurisdiction of the United States, has been

rmitted to receive favorable consideration since the gentleman
?om Maine [Mr. Lp] has been a member of the com-
mittee. It appeared in a statement and argument before the
committee that he is protecting the interests of his constituents,
who will have more competition if this boat is admitted to Ameri-
can register. He stands for his constituents, and I do the best I
can for mine, and in addition what I contend for will have a
tendency to help the shipper by enlarging the field of competition,
and outside of the constituents of the gentleman from Maine and
some other shipyards no one can possibly be hurt by this legisla-
tion. It isconceded on all hands that what is needed is an in-
crease of the merchant marine, and after July 1, 1903, vessels
gailing under the American flag only will be permitted to carry
goods between the Philippine Islands and United States ports,
and so I say admit this ship to American register and help meet
these increasing demands. o )

There are now 178 vessels owned by American citizens buf sail-
ing under foreign flags and manned by foreign seamen, with a
tonnage of 1,047,000 tons. .

In connection with the argument of the gentleman from Maine
that the cost of salvage should not be considered as part of the
“‘repairs,” and thereby bring this case without the meaning of
the statute 4136, and answering the position taken by him before
the committee that the cost of salvage is not any part of the ** re-

irs ! within the meaning of the statute, I desire to call attention

the decision of Attorney-General Crittenden, made February
14, 1858, in an exactly similar case, as far as repairs, etc., are
concerned, which decision established a ent ever since fol-
lowed by the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheriesand

the office of the Commissioner of Navigation in the Treasury
Department.
OPINION OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL CRITTENDEN, FEBRUARY 14, 1853
[Pp. 674675, vol. 5, Opinions of Attorneys-General.]

B1R: The case stated in your letter of the 11th of this month is that a for-
eign-built vessel was wrecked within the United States and purchased when
s0 wrecked by American citizens for f])’. they expended sulme-(iuanﬂ in
the hire of lighters, blocks, tackles, and labor, in getting her afioat and tow-
ing her to Norfolk for the purpose of being repaired, the sum of $1.700; the
amount of reﬁ;mm put upon her at Norfolk was $493, making the full cost of
the vessel, when repaired, $2,304.04.

Theact of Congressapproved December 23,1852 (sec. 4136, Rev. Stat.), author-
izes the Secretary of the Treasury toissuearegisteror enrollment forany ves-
g6l built in a foreign country whenever such vessel shall
United States and shall ‘bedp and repaired by a citizen of the Umted
States if it shall be proved to the satisfaction of the Secretary that the re-
pairs put upon such vessel are equal to three-fourths of the cost of the

vessel when so repaired.

The question submitted for my opinion is whether the aforesaid sum of
§1,700 as aforesaid expended by the erican owners after their purchase of
the wrecked vessel is to be considered as composing a part of the repairs put
upon the vessel so wrecked, purchased, and repaired in deciding upon the

m of the American owners to have a register.

The subjects of the act of Congress above guoted are foreign-built vessels
“wrecked" in the United States, * purchased and repaired™ by a citizen of
the United States, and the cost of repairs ?ut. upon such vessel,

The definition of the verb “to repair,” as given by standard lexicons, is
*to restore to a sound or good stateafter decay, injury, dilapidation, or partial
destruction: to recover.’

In the case legislated for the thing injured is a vessel, the injury toit is b
being wrecked, that wreck is to be recovered, rapﬁired. tored to a goo
state after having been wrecked, after having been stranded, or dashed
against rocks, or submerged.

The first movement in the repairing of a wrecked vessel would necessarily
be to recover her from the submarine or fixed sitnation, to lift her from the
rocks or shoal, to get her afloat or tow her into port where she can safel
be overhauled, so %gat the extent of the injury may be ascertained nn's
amen .

All the costs and charges from the first expenditures to recover a vessel
from her wrecked, fixed situation to the last expenditure to put her in proper
trim for use in restoring her to usefulness, in earning freight as she was be-
fore slll? was W{acked seem to belong properly to the account of repairs made
upon the vessel.

If a house injured by a fire be repaired, would it be proper in computi
the cost of m‘pagirs too‘fn.it expenses of removing fmmpt.he interior %r t?]g
burning walls, the smoking TE.; the fallen slates of the roof and the bricks
and mortar of the inner, tumbled, ecrumbled walls, the charges of scaffolds
and platforms for the laborers to stand nupon while repairing the destruction
causad by the fire* That the removal of rubbish and these appliances neces-
sarily used in the reconstruction do not adhere to the building when refitted
for habitation would be no reasonable canse for excluding those necessary
things from the account when computing the costs of repairing the building.

In my opinion the said sum of §1,700 must be taken into account in solving
the guestion *““whether the repairs put upon said vessel shall be equal to
three-fourths of the cost of the veaaai when so repaired.”

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr, Speaker, I am very much amused
with the geography of my distinguished friend, whatever bear-
ing that may have on this case. The gentleman speaks of this
wreck being 100 miles from my home when it was about 100
miles from the eastern limits of the State of Maine, and I am lo-
cated about 125 miles from that eastern bmmdarg.

Now, I want to say a few words about this bill as it appears
before the House, and I would like the attention of gentlemen
here. This bill was reported by the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries on Thursday last. It was considered by a
subcommittee of which I am the chairman, and on Thursdaylast
the committee, without getting a report from the snbcommittee,
discharged that subcommittee from its duties, in my absence, and
without notice to me.

I wasopposed toit. The Committee on Merchant Marine, how-
ever, took up the bill and ordered it reported. As soon as I
learned that the bill had been ordered reported, which was on
Friday morning, I asked nunanimons consent to have until Mon-
day morning to file minority views, in order that members of the
House might have in print the reasons wh%he minority thought
that this bill should not become a law. ose views were filed
here this morning, and they are before me now in manuscript.
Of course they have not been printed because there has not been
time to print them, so that members can not have the benefit of
the minority views except as I am able to state them on this floor.

I have no doubt it is to an extent true that some vessels have
been admitted under circumstances that might furnish precedents
for this. Just for a moment I want to the attention of the
House to the fact that since 1884 there have been admitted by this

cial legislation 189 vessels, with a tonnage of 121,055, During
the time my predecessor, Governor Dingley, served on this Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, there were admitted
to American registry vessels having a tonnage of something like
34,000. I will file with my remarks, because I do notwant to take
time toread it now,an itemized statement of the vesaels'thua admit-
ted. There are now carrying the American flag foreign bottoms
admitted to American registery by special legislation 127,300 tons.

In the first place, the members of this House must well under-
stand that it costs Americansin American shipyards about 25 per
cent more to build their ships than it costs to build them abroad,
and every one of these ships admitted, foreign built, to American
registry standsher owners from 25 to 50 per cent less as investment

be wrecked in the
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than she would if built in an American shipyard, and she com-
petes in our coastwise and foreign trade with American bottoms
under thosgo circumsttgn(;?]l}ty I “ih nc'u;t};l beeﬂag.li:)lgeto learn that
until this Congress, the Fifty-seventh, there n any organ-
ized opposition to the general promiscuous admission of foreign-
built ships to American registry. During this term of Congress
people interested in the American shipyards and building Ameri-
can ships, by reason of this large amount of tonnage which has
been dumped in upon them under these circumstances, for the
protection of American interests have felt obliged to make a
vigorous protest, and a vigorous protest has been made before the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries during this
Congress.

Ngrbill has been recommended by that commititee that would
under any circumstances furnish a precedent for this bill now
pending. The committee has reported adversely in several in-
stances and announced this proposition by which it would be
governed. In three adverse reports the committee say:

The committee are of the opinion that the immemorial policy of this coun-
1:13; to preserve for American-built vessels its coastwise trade intact,and any
g‘ me;-dpnvﬂeg\a to which they should be specially entitled, should be main-

The report further says:

The general law has for a long time authorized, under specific and well-
deﬂnedgE conditions, the granting of American reﬂm'm{nf‘.io a foreign vessel.
‘We do not believe that any such vessels should tted to erican
registry except in strict accordance with these conditions unless therea

rs to be some extraordinary and unforeseen circumstance that clearly
f::tiﬂed and required departure from this general rule.

Mr. HAMILTON. From what is the gentleman readinﬁﬂ

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. From the report of the Merchant Marine
and Fisheries Committee, made at this Congress. That is the
rule laid down by this committee. This case does not come within
that rule. This vessel Myra was wrecked at Chebogue Point,
Nova Scotia, in the Bay of Fundy, about 100 miles from the
eastern point of the State of Maine, She was salved by one James
Reid and taken into Halifax Harbor, Nova Scotia. en in that
harbor Mr. Gilchrist, a citizen of Michigan, went down and
bought her in at public auction. He had nothing to do with sav-
ing her. He did not invest anything in so doing, in taking her off
the rocks, but simply went down there and on an open speculation
invested his money in this ship, buying her at public auction,
subject to the salvage charge. e paid $50,000, subject to a sal-
vage charﬁe of $51,000.

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Ihave buta few moments.

Mr. FORDNEY. I just wanted to say that he did not buy her
at public anction.

r. LITTLEFIELD., Well, then he bought her at private
sale.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. He did come to the rescue of a
personal friend.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. My minority report, if yon had allowed
it to have been printed, would have stated that fact.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I had nothing to do with that.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He went down, and whether he bought
at private sale or public auction is immaterial.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, It does make some difference.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He paid $50,000 for this vessel. He tes-
tified before the subcommittee that he was advised to go and make
that purchase by one Samuel Holmes, a ship broker in New York,
who told me in my room that he had been engaged in getting
American registers for foreign-built ships, and urged me to ad-
mit this vessel. So that when Mr. Gilchrist went down and in-
vested $101,000 in this foreign-built ship he knew that he was
taling the chances of getting her admitted to American re%:try
by special legislation. He gambled upon the prospects of being
able to get this bill throungh the committee and through the
House. That was no doubt a legitimate speculation. I make no
complaint about Mr. Gilchrist. My objections are general. He
is an honorable gentleman and appeared thoroughly well before
the committee—entirely straightforward. He stated these facts.
He did not put them exactly as I state them, but these are the
facts. Thereis no question about this vessel having been wrecked
outside of the United States.

There are only two circumstances under which the Commis-
sioner of Navigation can admit a foreign-built ship to American
registry: First, she must be wrecked inside the waters of the
United States, and second, her owner must expend three-quarters
of her valuein an American shipyard or in repairs—the statute
does not in terms require the repairs to be made in an American
shipyard, though that is a fair inference. This vessel may cost
to repair §71,500, and they estimate $30,000 for additional ex-
penses, in all $202,500, made up as follows: §101,000 purchase
price and salvage; 871,500 repairs by contract, and $30,000 esti-
mated, and by his own statement Mr. Gilchrist will expend only
$101,600 in repairs. In order to come within the condition it

would be n for him to spend at least $§150,000 for repairs,
and he falla% short of th?t'f Now, these are the cix?ulg—
stances and these are the conditions.

How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. Seven minutes.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Ihavenoobjection to this case by reason
of the fact that Mr. Gilchrist is the purchaser and seeking this
register; but I think we are obliged to stand here and maintain
this policy of the Government. This vessel when built and re-

ired by him, as I am reliably informed, while costing him only

01,000, would be worth——

Mr. HAMILTON. When was this policy inaugurated which
the gentleman now advocates? You speak of this policy.

Mr, LITTLEFIELD. The policy so far as this present bill is
concerned was inangurated in this Congress,

Mr, HAMILTON. Just inangurated?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Justinangurated in this Congress.

Mr. HAMILTON. It is being inangurated now by the gentle-
man, is it not?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Not necessarily; not at all.

Mr. HAMILTON. Is not this the first instance?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; it was inaugurated in three in-
stances which have already been reported adversely to this House
in the cases of the Anfiope, the Melanope, and the Vantromp.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. None of which you favored?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Of courseI did not, because I was on the
committee that adversely reported each of them. I reported
that in the case of the three, and everyone of them was wrecked
outside of American waters and repairs put on them in
American shipyards; and the committee made the same report in
each instance, which was a nnanimouns report from this commit-
tee at this session. Here is the list I call your attention to, show-
ing the number of tons that have been coming in in years past.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF NAVIGATION,
Washington, February ¥, 1903.
Mr. Di:}gley was connected with the Committes on Merchant Marine and
Fisheries from 1886 to 1890, as stated in a telephonic message from the Capitol.
This does not include vessels admitted under special acts, as Porto ﬁ;ca.n
vessels, Hawaiian vessels, ete.
T. B. SANDERS.

Vessels admitted to American registry under general act of Congress.
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Vessels admitted to American registry under general act of Congress—Cont'd.

Vessels admitted to American registry under general act of Congress—Cont'd.

Gross
Name. . Gross
ame : Flag. Name. Somnch Flag.
120 | British.
23 | Norwegian. 1,73"} Bri%aa.
300 | British. 3,362 | Norwegian,
253 | Mexican. 1,375 Do.
618 | British. o el
11 Do. 55 | British
541 Do. 42
542 Do.
148 o 2,
W B ish-.
Primrose. . ooooe- 815 | British. $,08 | Britsh-Amstrian,
John F. Nickerson 95 Do. 852 | British-Norwegian.
Rondout........... 815 Do. 1,071 | British.
Glondy Berke. S| D 548 | Bwedish
{2hal T
%ﬁ;rvn;d H. Jenka. ... 15| Do om | Briten
761 | British-Norwegian.
188 | British.
7 | mtian, 2% | Sommesien
1,063 | German. BT4 Do.
217 | British, 524 Do.
16 Do.
53| Do
: - 12 | British.
i Do 1,73 | Do.
1,010 Do. $18 Do.
867 | Norwegian. 72| _ Do
186 | British. 797 | Norwegian.
*’g- gg' 629 rman.
- 42 | British.
1,887 Do. 408 Do
2, l% tIi)a?i Norwegian.
5 (] ]
620 | Italian. AT it 0 685 | British-Russian.
1,265 | German, J. Arthur Lord.. 212 | British,
91 tish, Alma 134 Do.
116 Do.
451 Do.
1= Do. 7 | British.
2 Do.
104 | British, ol e
88 Do. 02 Do.
L0l | Moican. .
1,213 Do. 622 | Norwegian.
45 Do.
450 Do.
] Do.
1| Do v
9 | British. i
103 Do.
% gg- @ American built.
1,601 _Do: Foreign-built steam vessels understood to be now in commission admitted to
769 | British-Norwegian, American registry.
8 | British.
Name. Tonnage. Name. Tonnage.
838 | British.
15 Do.
24 Do. 832 10, 786
1,236 | German, 209 1,788
9 | British. 1,624 1,822
454 | Italian. 1,019 1,043
154 | Vemosielan, e 1600
SoE 2,755 1,963
1,837 1,579
185 | British, 1,019 1,923
2 Do. 890 2,655
15 Do. 2,328 2,075
8,427 Do, 483 2,780
2,808 Do. 1,045 5,060
660 Do. 2,438 2,206
813 Do. 843 2,087
10,674 158
Spanish, bR 2,00
461 i E h
2‘104 British. 1,685 479
118 Do. 2,811 1,972
1,696 Do. 3,502 4,436
53 Do. 2,837 2,053
1,174 | German. 2,929 2,674
95 | British. 2,708 2369
381 302
8,45 2,214
115 | British. 3,508
315 | Russian, 2,152 127,800
2'0185 Briﬁshm 5
1,080 | German, Mr. HAMILTON. You said 28 vessels had been admitted dur-
L e ing this Congress?
5 r. L IELD. Oh,no. From 1884 up to 1902 179 ves-
sels have been admitted, and that is the reason why men who
*fg mesian. have had their money invested in American shipyards, in Ameri-
152 | Mexican. can ships, have found it necessary to make a n{o;ons protest, to
963 | British. inquire whether or not the policy of the statute laid down in 1852
- 22 is to be maintained by this or whether they are to be
876 Do. subjected to competitien by foreign vessels under these circum-

stances.
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Mr. PAYNE. Has not the policy been with reference to these
179 vessels that at least three-quarters of the value must have been
put on in re;l)firs?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I imagine that may be correct, because
the gentleman from New York was chairman of the committee
for a long while, and is therefore able to state the circumstances
under which these 179 vessels have heretofore been admitted—
that three-quarters of the value must be puton in repairs in
American shipyards.

Now, there is no basis npon which that can be so in this case,
becanse in all, including $100,000 in repairs to be put on, the total
cost is §200,000.

Now, with these suggestions, Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DavzgLL], and reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. DALZELL. Let us hear from the other side.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Very well; thenI reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. METCALF. In the course of your remarks you said you
had not understood that any protest had been made against
granting an American register until this session of Congress,

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Not until this term.

Mr. METCALF. But that a vigorous protest had been made
af this time. .

AMr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes.

Mr. METCALF. Have you any objection to stating by whom
tl e protest was made?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Several large shipyards, the Newport
News yard, the New York and New England Company, and a
. Hawaiian company. There areseveral large companies that have

made protests.

Mr. METCALF. Just one more question.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD (continuing). And it has been made by
gleclzrgeat shipowning concern in my own district, Arthur Sewell

Mr.' METCALF. A shipbuilding company made the protest in |

this particular case?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. They did.

Mr. METCALF. They put in their bid for repairing this par-
ticnlar ship, did they not?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I don’t know how that may be.

Mr. METCALF. Was not that statement made before the
subcommittee?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; that statement was made before the
subcommittee, but not before the full committee. That is, I
don’t know what statement was made before the full committee;
I was not there.

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Is it not a fact that this Newport
News company that you speak of had their man there and made
a bid on this very work, and because they did not get it they pro-
tested most vigorously?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; that is not a fact.

Mr. HENRY C, SMITH. Did not that appear before the com-
mittee? :

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; it did not appear before the com-
mittee. Iir. Gilerist threw out that insinuation, just exactly as
my friend from California [Mr. METCALF] has thrown it out, and
just as some other gentlemen may desire to throw it ont. If did
not appear that Mr. Gilerist said that. The specifications in
this case were submitted to the Newport News shipyard and their
bid was not accepted. That is all there is of it.

Mr. FORDNEY. They put in a bid and because their bid was
higher than the Cramps it was rejected, and therefore they op-

se it.
pOMr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman does not, of course, un-
dertake to say that they said that, except by insinuation.

Mr. FORDNEY. He said that they had hid and their bid had
been rejected.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He did not undertake to say that except
as an insinuation just as my friend from Michigan is saying by
way of insinuation that that is the reason why they opposed the
American registry being given to this vessel. If the gentleman
will pardon me let me say that Mr. Payson, who represented that
shipyard, said that they wanted notice from this committee of
every case of application made for giving a foreign-built ship an
American register, becanse he was instructed by his clients to
make a vigorous opposition to such legislation. t is what he
said.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does the committee propose to
furnish him with that notice?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is he entitled to it?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He is a citizen, and representing the
American merchant marine; I think everyone is entitled to that

information when it is proposed by any legislation to indirectly
the law on the subject.
r. WM. ALDEN SMITH. They are not the guardians of our
legislation.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. They are not the gunardians of our legis-
lation, but as individuals they have got the right to be heard.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves the balance of his
time. The gentfleman has five minutes ining.

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen-
. tleman from Ilinois [Mr, Hoprins].

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I have gerved asa member of the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries nearly ten years
during my service in this House. I was also present at the time
when this bill was finally upon by the committee, in the
absence of the gentleman from Maine. I will state fo the mem-
bers of this House that there was no intended discourtesy to the
gentleman from Maine. The committee after full consideration
determined the bill to be meritorious, and decided to favorably
report it to the House.

The gentleman from Maine has read a statement here showing
that it has been the policy of this Government for many years to
permit American register under the conditions presented here.
He has shown, from the Commissioner of Navigation, that nearl
a hundred vessels within the last fifteen years have been admi
under those conditions. So that when the contract was made to
take this vessel from the rocks and into and to an American
shipyard and have these repairs made, these precedents were all
before these parties. They understood if they complied with the
requirements of the statutes of the United States that American
registry wonld be granted to this ship.

Now, we have a general statute that provides that where the
expense of the repairs amounts fo three-fourths of the value of
the ship, the Secretary of the Treasury can grant an American
register; and the only technical objection is that this vessel was
wrecked in foreign waters, about 100 miles outside the limits of
the waters of the United States. The salvage that is paid for it,
and the amount of money that is paid for the repairs, in the ag-
gregate amount to three-tourths of the value of the ship. If that
be go, I can not see any valid reason why it should be denied an
American registry.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Excuse me just a moment. I may be
wrong in my calculation. Are you able to figure out anything
in excess of 3201.000?

Mr. HOPKINS. I am estimating the salvage at $50,000.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You recognize salvage as a part of the
Tepairs? z

Mr. HOPKINS. That is what it cost to get the ship off the
rocks and get it to the shipyard. The repairs will aggregate one
hundred thonsand more, and together they make about three-
fourths of the value of the ship.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You estimate the salvage as a part of

the repairs?

Mr, HOPKINS. Yes,sir. The gentleman from Maine says the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries have adopted
a new rule that excludes this ship from American registry.

That rule, if it has been adopted by that committee, was not in
vogue and was not known at the time these expenses were in-
curred. That rule has not been made familiar to the members in
this House or the members of the Senate; and I submit that after
these men have gone forward and expended one hundred and fifty-
odd thousand dollars to get this vessel off the rocks, and paid
American workmen in American shipyards $100,000 and a little
over for repairs, that we ought to grant the same privilege that
we have been granting in nearly one hundred other cases. Inow

| yield back the balance of my time.

Mr, LITTLEFIELD. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. DALZELL].

Mr. DALZELL. r. Speaker, from the foundation of the
Government down to the present time it has been the American
policy to secure and preserve our coastwise trade for vessels builf
in American shipyards. Down until 1852 it would have been im-
possible to have taken a wreck within the waters of the United
States and have it repaired in an American shipyard and secure
an American register. Fifty years ago a concession was made,
and it was provided that a vessel wrecked within the waters of the
United States might be raised and faken to an American ship-
yard, and if there were repairs equal to three-fourths of her value
put upon her, she might have an American register.

Mr. PAYNE. But salvage was no part of it?

Mr. DALZELL. Not atall. Now, this bill not only asks us
to go a step beyond the provisions of section 4163 of the Revised
Statutes, the act of 1852, but it asks us to say to the Secretary of
the Treasury that if he finds there has been not three-quarters of
the value of the vessel put upon her in repairs, but if he finds the
repairs and the salvage, with which the American laborer, the
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American capitalist, or the American shipyard have nothing to
do, if he finds that these two items——

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to say to the gentleman that in this
instance it was the American laborer that did this.

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all; the vessel was wrecked 150 miles
beyond the limits of the United States. Now, I can not yield to
the gentleman; I have only a minute. There is no use in dis-
guising the fact; this is a plain, simple case of an att.emgttogatan
American register for a foreign-built vessel in place of investing
the money in the product of an American shipyard. Ido not
care whet{lerthe Cramps complain, or whether the Newport News

ople complain, or who else complains; I am complaining in
ghalf of my constituents, who, when they want a coastwise
vessel, go and buy it in an American shipyard.

Tam complaining of the unfair treatment which allows the bene-
ficiary in this case to go to a ship broker in New York and buy
a foreign vessel instead of buying a vessel built by American la-
bor, by men who are paid American wages, by men who have
invested money and capital in the protection of American labor
and in the building up of American industry. It is a question of
protection or free trade in the case of this particular vessel sought
to be admitted to the coastwise trade. I protest against it—I pro-
test against it as un-Republican in policy, I protest against it as
unfair to American labor, and as the inaunguration of or continu-
ance of a policy that ought to be abandoned in the interest of
home industry. 11[Ap&]i_msqa.]

Mr. FORDNEY. . Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR].

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re-
maining?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a minute and a half.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise simﬁly to say and re-
peat what my colleague from Illinois [Mr. OPKI.\'S}: on the
committee, has said—that nobody intended an mmsgect to the
distingnished member of the committee from ﬂam ; but we did
think, upon the statement made and ur by the gentleman
from Michigan, that this case came well within the rule laid
down in the law, with the single exception that the wreck of the
ship was in foreign waters instead of American waters. I think
the accident occurred about 100 miles distant, and that stood be-
tween her and the right to demand under our statute an American
register. I have opposed the granting of these registers upon the
same ground as does the gentleman from Pennsylvania. i
especially long list of ships and vessels admi to American
register is due to change of sovereignty, change of ownership, in
the Hawaiian Islands and elsewhere; that has had a good deal to
do with the admission of these ships to American registry.

I am glad to find that there is a feeling on our side of the House
that there issomething involved in the Republican policy of those
trying to build up the merchant marine. I take occasion to say
that if the policy that has been adopted in this House and in the
Senate for the past ten months is to prevail, there will not be a
shipyard in the United States, three years from to-day, building
ships for the American merchant marine for seagoing vessels.
These shipyards will go where the Virginia yard went a few days
ago. There are not many shiﬁ)yarda in Massachusetts that can
stand the loss of a half a million dollars a year, as one is said to
be doing now.

This whole policy is involved right here, and yet when you talk
about upbuilding the merchant marine men who want to subsi-
dize the irrigation of the public lands, and who want to subsidize
the creameries of the country, and subsidize the fast mails to the
South, are shouting against subsidies to the American merchant
marine. We are paying $200,000,000 a year to laborers in foreign
countries whileonr own laborers are standing still. EApplause.
The condition I refer to is not met by the condition of our inlan
shipyards on the Great Lakes. I refer to our shipbuilding indus-
tries engaged in building ships for ocean service, and which have
to meet the crushing competition of European shipyards.

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman from Maine use his time
now?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Iwillafter the gentleman has used some
more of his time; then I will use the balance of my time.

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield two minutes to my colleague from
Michigan [Mr. Hexry C, SyiTH].

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, the main fact in this
case is that if the ship had met with the disaster in American
waters she would under the general law have been entitled to
American registry, for there is no question but what the amount
gpent upon her meets the requirements of the statute. My friend
from Maine [Mr. LiTTLEFIELD] may talk about the definitions of
the dictionary, but the definition of the Commissioner of Navi
tion, backed by the opinion of the Attorney-General, brings this
case within the law, with this exception, that the vessel was
wrecked just a few miles beyond American waters. That is the
situation. And let me say to the gentleman from Maine that

under this bill it is finally left for the Commissioner of Navi
to admit this vessel to an American register if the expense,
and material —American labor and material —put upon the vessel
in America shall meet the requirements of that statute. If those
requirements are not met the vessel is not entitled to American

registry.

%?)w, this is only a question of letting these gentlemen from
my State enter into competition in the coastwise trade of the
United States with the constituents of the gentleman from Maine,
and as between the two we simply ask that the same considera-
tion and the same treatment be accorded to the citizen of Michi-
gan that has been accorded to the citizens of the various States
in the case of 28 other boats under similar conditions,

This legislation proposed is eminently just, fair, and equitable.
The ship, as reconstructed and rebuilt and made ready for service,
becomes and in reality is an American-built boat, for under the
law three-fourths atleast of her value must be made up of Ameri-
can material and American labor. This being so, there can be no
danger that enactments of this kind will in any serions manner
injure American shipbuilders. In the caseof thisboat under con-
sideration, which had only been in commission about ten months,
she was substantially new and worth no doubt $200,000. She
was on a trip from Boston, with a cargo destined to Cape Breton
Islands. She was owned by citizens of England, carrying the
flag of Great Britain, manned and controlled by British sailors.

As she was rounding the point below the Bay of Fundy in a
severe storm, she is cast npon the rocks—fairly driven into the
rock—on Chebogue Point, Nova Scotia, only a little over a hun-
dred miles eastward from the coast of Maine. By this disaster
her value is taken from her; she is destroyed. e wreck is
such—she is so embedded in the rock—that the Canadian wreck-
ers, ripe in experience, are not able to rescue her, She is given
up to perish. An American citizen, with Yankee genius and
Yankee grit, undertook the saving of this boat, and by a feat
worthy of commemoration blasted away the rock—blasted a canal
through which this ship was drawn to the deep water. The
owner came to the aid of the wrecker and paid $50,000 for the
boat as she lay stranded on the rocks. He paid the wreckers for
their services $51,000 more. And now he must expend from one
hundred to one hundred and fifty thousand dollars in addition
before she is seaworthy—before she can enter into the coastwise
trade. She was rated A 1,and we need just such ships as this.

The contention made by some that our merchant marine will
be made up of rebuilt wrecked boats is, I submit, without merit.
It is claimed that because ships can be built for less money in
foreign lands than here at home—25 per cent less, I think it is
claimed—that ships will be built elsewhere and wrecked con-
veniently, or otherwise, bought up on speculation, and with the
hope that Congress will give them American registry, and that
the shipyards of America will be ruined. And appeal is made
to protect American labor and American interests. And the claim
is made that this legislation is in the line of setting aside tariff
principles. I submit that there need be no well-grounded fear in
these directions. And I want to say further, the ship; 8 are
now overtaxed, that American labor has made no complaint, and,
as I have before said, the greater part of the value of this boat is
now made up of and is the result of American material and
American labor. And if such argument were to apply to the
case nnder consideration, it would apply with equa.f force to
boats which are wrecked within American waters. And this
would have been a good argument to have urged when Con-
gress passed the act permitting American registry to ships which
were wrecked within American waters. And it would be an
equally good argument favoring the repeal of this act if this was
before the House.

But so long as the law remains as it is and this legislation is
simply to remove the technical bar of the boat being destroyed
just outside of American waters and saved under circumstances
of equity which moved the committee to favorably report the bill,
it is respectfully submitted that relief should be granted to the
owner, an American citizen, and that no one will be seriously
harmed. When the act of Congress permitting registry of for-
eign vessels wrecked in American waters was under discussion
before the committee and before the House, when it was +
the guestion was considered as to foreign-built boats wrecked in
foreign waters near to the American coast, and the claim was
made that the equities might be strong in favor of admitting such
boats to registry, and the answer was made that cases of special
merit might receive favorable consideration and the technical
provision of the statute removed.

Since 1884 nearly 200 boats have been admitted to American
registry—foreign boats wrecked over here. And since the year
1895 there have by special acts of Congress been 28 foreign-built
ships admitted to American registry, and admitted to engage in
the coastwise trade in free and egual competition with American-
built ships, and which met disaster and were wrecked in foreign

tion
bor,
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waters. And these were saved and rescued by foreign wreckers,
bought and owned and repaired in American shipyards bﬁ
American owners. Here are 28 precedents for the action whic
the House is asked to take. And this case is even stronger than
the others, for in this case, as I have said, the boat was rescued
and saved by an American wrecker.

None but selfish interests object to this legislation. The Secre-
tary of the Treasury has frequently and freely expressed the policy
of that Department not to be in opposition to such legislation.

‘We simply ask that Congress act for the public good and not
for the special benefit and advantage of any particular community
or neighborhood. The greatest good to the greatest number, a
fair field and no favor, equal rights and justice to all, and
special favors to none.

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remain

ing?

The SPEAKER. Five minutes.

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. BurTOx].

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I believe in the passage of this
bill, because it is in accordance with the best business policy. If
anyone could object, it is the owners of the shipyards. The shjg
yards of the country are overrun with orders. They are mont
and years behind. At anyrate. the demand for shipping property
is very much in excess of the supply.

In regard to the admission of foreign vessels to American regis-

try after having been wrecked, our policy has been liberal. This
vessel was saved by an American wrecking company after a
Canadian wrecking company had given her up. That forms an
additional reason in favor of passing this bill. I, like the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania, am a protectionist, but I do not believe
in the abuse or exaggeration of that policy.
° Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr, Speaker, my information does not
accord with that of the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
BurTtox], that our shipyards are overrun with orders. I do not
understand that to be by any means the fact, and I get my infor-
mation directly from the yards themselves.

I have just had a conference with the distinguished gentleman
from New York [Mr. PAY~NE] who was chairman of this commit-
tee for four years, on the question as to whether salvage was ever
considered by this committee in determining the amount of ‘ re-
pairs;’’ and he tells me that his recollection is that in no instance
while he was chairman was any vessel ever admitted by that com-
mittee to a new registry in a case where salvage was computed
asrepairs. Every maritime lawyer knows that salvage is covered
by mariftime insurance and it is a part of the maritime enterprise;
salvage enters into the element of insurance and is entirely dis-
tinct from repairs. This whole case as presented here rests upon
this question, whether salvage can be counted as repairs. This
bill itself, drawn by the attorneys of the gentlemen who make
this application, contradicts their position, because the terms of
this bill are:

Whenever it shall be shown to the Commissioner of Navigation that the
salvage and the repairs made in a United States shipyard have amounted
13 g:;e: gteLmoa the price paid for the wreck toher foreign owners, exclusive

If salvage is included in the repairs, why does the attorney who
drew this bill say * the salvage and therepairs.”” He knows that
the salvage is not included. He knows that sa.ving a vessel can
not be done in American shipyards because it is done upon the

igh seas, and therefore can not be called repairs,
Here the hammer fell.
r. LITTLEFIELD,
views in this case.
AMERICAN REGISTER FOR THE SHIP MIRA.

Mr, LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries, submitted the following minority views to accompany H. R. 16784

The minority of the Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee herewith
submits reasons why this bill should not pass. ",

This is an application for an American register for a Imﬁ-bmlt steamer
called the Mira. As weunderstand this case, the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries Committee early in the lastsession deliberately adopted a policy towhich
it was proposed to adhere in passing upon applications of this sort. That
policy may be found declared in the adverse reports in the cases of the
Antiope, By R. 8788, report No. 184%; the Admiral Tromp, B. 2706, report No, 1844,
and the Melanope, H. R. 6035, report No. 1843, and is ein stated as follows:

*“The committee are of the opinion that the immemorial i
country to preserve for American-built vessels its coastwise e intact, and
my 3&, er privilege to which they may be specially entitled, shounld be main-
n

“The general Iaw has for a long time authorized under specific and well-
defined conditions the granting of American registry to a foreign vessel. We
do not believe that any such vessels should be nitted to American regis-
t.r%gxoupt- in strict accordance with these conditions, unless there appears
to be eome extraordinary and unforeseen circumstances that clearly justify
and require departure from this general rule.”

The statute referred to, section 4138, reads as follows:

“The Commissioner of Navigation may issue a register or enrollment for
any vessel built in a foreign country, whenever such vessel shall be
in the United States, and shall be purchased and repaired by a citizen of the
United States, if it shall be lﬂ-ovocl to the satisfaction of the Commissioner
that the repairs put upon such vessel are equal to three-fourths of the cost of
the vessel when so repaired.”

} print by leave herewith my minority

This has been the law of this country since December 23, 1852.

The facts in this case are, briefly, as follows:

About a.year ago the Mira was wrecked on the rocks of Chebogue Point,
Nova ‘100 miles from the nearest point in the United States, while on
a voyage from Boston bound for Cape Breton. She was salved by one James
li.e‘lt:.iy of Port Huron, Mich. After having been salved she was towed to
Halifax, Nova Scotia, where the beneficiary in this bill, Mr. W. A, Gilchrist,
purchased her at auction of her foreign owners for the sum of $50,000 in
subject to the salvage ch: which were $1,000, making the actual cost
the Mira in Halifax as she then stood, to her purchaser, §101,000, There were
ample facilities for her repair at Halifax, so that there was no occasion for
her removal for that %ou.rpoeye

She has been since towed to the Cramps’ shipyards, where she is being re-

red under contract to re her hull and machinery for the sum of $71,500.

t is claimed and estimated that something like $30,000 may be further ex-
pended in fitting her for sea, although no detail of the estimate was made
% ﬂril;;d with the committee, and no contracts appear to have been made

[2) or. .

It appeared before the committee that she was purchased by Mr. Gilchrist
with the full knowledge that she was a foreign-built ship; that he knew there
was no law authorizing her ission to American registry, and that he was
gambling upon his chances, under the circumstances, of securing an Ameri-
can registry for her after she was repaired. It further appeared that he
bought her upon the word of one Samuel Holmes, a ship broker of New York.

There did not appear to be any reason why he should make the investment,
except on the making the purchase at a low price with a hope ovfafet-
ting the registry after the repairs, and thus adding very greatly to her value,
unless, as was suggested h{ , motives of Faraonal friendship to Mr. Reid,
who, it was mi%hwa.s unable from a financial standpoint to prggerly protect
his interest in the vessel as the salvor thereof by purchasing the vessel sub-
%gct tosaid salvage. Therefore Gilchrist was under no obligation of any kind

him and under no obligation to purchase. Mr. Gilchristis a r of
the vessel witha knowl of her legal character and all of the chances
involved in the enterprise and assumed the risks without any hesitation or

uestion. There are no “‘extraordinary and unforseen circumstances™ in
case. On the contrary, the circumstances are ordinary and everything
foreseen and can probably be substantially duplicated in many applications.

This \'ﬁl dloes not oomewwithin %t]}er of the prfgvis{om of the statute

mtin erican registry oreign vessels.

gr‘;‘irat..git‘. is of course clear and beyond dispute that she was not wrecked in
the waters of the United States. The only other question remaining is
whether the repairs to be put upon the vessel are equal to * three-fourths of
the cost™ thereof. The total cost of this vessel is as follows: §101,000, pur-
chase price (which includes value of wreck, £50,000. and exPenseaot salvage,
Sﬁl,ﬂfﬂ??con t for repairs with the Cramps, $§71.500; additional repairs, ac-
cording to the claim and estimate of Mr. Gilchrist, $30,000, aggregaﬁng
32(:2.50(? as the total cost. Omne-guarter of this sum is §0,650, and three-fourths
would be §151,950, the amount necessary under the second pro of sec-
tion 4136 to be expended by her owner in order to entitle her to registry
under that clanse. The total sum of 500, we have no doubt, is the ex-
treme limit of the cost of this vessel. We haye no doubt that the $30,000 for
the additional repairs is also the extreme limit for those, as the only estimate
furnished to the committee was that furnished by Mr. Gilehrist, and it is
fair to presume that he would not minimize the amount.

The total amount of ** repairs put upon such vessel,” according to this state-
ment, would be only equal to 3131,5(!), instead of the mecessary $151,950 to en-
title her to a register under that clause. Soitwill be seen that under neither
of the provisions in the general statute would this vessel be entitled to any

01

considerati 3

But it is suggested by the beneficiary that the salvage, $51,000, should be
reckoned as “repairs,” and, {n fact, is ‘‘repairs™ within th ing of this
section of the statute. The first suggestion to be made ngon this point is that
the bill drawn by his attorney and now pending before the House distinctly
negatives that contention, as it concedes and assumes that salvage is nota
part of the i It authorizes the register of the Mira under the name
of Beaumont, ** whenever it shall beshown to the Commissioner of Navigation
that the salvage and the repairs made in a United States shipy: have
amoun three times the price paid for the wreck to her foreign owners,
exclusive of salvage.”

It is very clear that the attorney who drew this bill knew that the term
“repairs" was not sufficient to include salvage; otherwise sal\;ﬁe would not
have been specified as one of the elements making up the total amount of
“three times the price.” The term “repairs made in a United States ship-

ard" is undonbtedly one that is common to all bills in this class of legisla-
ion and is, perhaps, intended to express in the act thespiritof thelaw. The
incon ty of assuming that aulv&_ge is a part of the repairs amears very
obviously in that connection. The bill saysthat ** wheneverit beshown
to the Commissioner of Navigation that the salvage and the repairs made in
a United States shipyard have amounted to, ete.” The gross absurdity of
“salvage® “made in the United States shipyards™ is too obvious for discus-
:‘:‘icm, and :,a‘implyﬂlustrntest.he inconsistency of including salvage in the term
re 2
The attention of the committee was called to several decisions by Attor-
negs(}eneml and officers of the Department construing the term * repairs"
under this section to mean and include *'salvage.” The earliest opinion [
pears to have been given by Attorney-General Crittenden, Februmzal_} lﬁ
and is found in volume 5, Opinions of Attorney-General, page 67 75. In
order to reach the conclusion that “salvage' wasa part of “repairs" and
roperly included in that term, in order to malke up the necessary three-
‘ourths to entitle the vessel to registry under that provision, the Aftorney-
General had recourse to what he calls * the definition of the verb *to repair®
as given by standard lexicons,” which he says is “to restore to a sound or
good state after decay, injury, dilapidation, or partial destruction:” *‘to
recover.” The first thing to be suggested about this definition is thatitisa
definition of the verb * to repair,” and nota definition of the noun * irs,”
which is the word used in the statute. Without stopping to analyze it, I
think it clear that the verb " to repair" has more significance and a wider
and broader meaning than the noun “‘repairs™ used in the statute, but the
Attorney-General in this case a rently based his conclusion upon the
term “ to recover,” as he says: “In the case legislated for, the thing injured
is a vessel; the injury to it is by being wrecked; that wreck is to be recov-
ered, m;mimd, restored to a good state after having been wrecked, ete.”

‘“The first movement in the repairing of a wrecked vessel would necessarily
be to recover her from the submarine or fixed situation.”

Itis apparent.l{ because of thisextended meaning of ** to recover * that the
Attorney-General construes the term “repairs™ to cover everything from
the beginning of the accident to the vessel to the time she reaches the ship-
yard and is actually repaired in the yard. .

I have examined a number of the standard lexicons, and we give the defi-
nitions found therein herewith:

The Century says: ** Repair: To restore to a sound, good, or complete state
after da_oay. , dilapidation, or partial destruction; restore; renovate.”

Bouvier's Law Dictionary defines * repairs" as follows:

*That work which is done to property to keep it in good order. Repair
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is hald to monn to restore to a sound state after decay, injury, dilapidation,
or
ndamn defines “repaira™ as follo

“To replace a buil dlngmltwmorh}mstomitlﬂm' urdﬁapid& n;
mtmﬂrﬁaor elevate it by raisi.ng it astoryore:ton it.s sides.
‘Webster defines “ repair, v. as follow

“Torest.oretoasmdorgoo&atntentterdem , or partial destrue-
:llﬁn' to renew, to restore, to mend, as mmpair:hic‘:lj::n?am?é,ashoa, or a
p.
Repmrs. un. Restoration to a sound or good state after decay, waste
l.nqu.rmr rtinl destruction; supply of loss; reparation, as materials a:
for the repair of a church or a city.”
Bla.ok's Law Dictionary gives the following definition:
r&: Restoration to soundness; supply of loss; reparation; work done
to an wtnte fn ki

it in order.”
restore to itstormer condition; not to change either the
form or ma.tarml of a buildin
In Worcester I find the only definition that even remotely tends to sustain

the opinion of the Attorney-General quoted. He gives ous definitions of
t.he word “repah's," as £u OWSE:
. a. 1. To restore or make good after injury, dilapidation, or

** Repair, v

loss; to mend; to refit; to retrieve.

“2. To make amen

:: amToi;acovx&{srmmt 1 : tate of bei ::gaired restoration afte:

n o ng or s o ng on r
dﬂnpid.ation or loss; reparation; amends;

t mgmﬂuanh however to note that this term * to recover,” givenasa
definition by Worcester, is stated by him to be **obsolete,” thm 1t ap'm
that the opinion of the Attor -General, delivered in 1853, is mainl

m & construction of the word “re " and an enlargement of its term
w ich rests altogether upon & definition which was obsolete, it seems to me
that it is by no means a safe or pr&ggr igmda in construing legislation which

for; to redress.
inism.

we feel safe was wri language that was in common use
and as ordina; &“ﬁm and not in a vernacular and in accordance
with a meaning to exist.

The definition of the term “m.lvnge " js extremely significant in indicat-
m%uil;hat- “salvage™ can not by any means include “re?ah-s," and also indi-
g that it is a practical 1mwambility for the term *‘repairs” to include

vage" is defined by Anderson as
“L Allowance for savlijn?g & ship orgoodn tmm the danger of the seas, from
tes, or enenies.

“The compensation allowed to persons by whose voluntary assistance a
ship at sea or hl!l' or both have been saved in whole or in part from im-

ding sea peril, or in recovering such &mperty from actual peril or loss, as
gm ot shipwreck. derelict, or recap
that this definition could not by any stretch
e or be held to include “‘repairs and it is equally
di.fﬂc t to see how “repairs " used in its ordinary cation, as it must
have been used in this legislation, can be held to include “galvage.” From
n ma.rlt.lma standpoint they are two absolutely distinet ma.tt.em. neither hav-
connection with or dependence upon the other. What would be said
ir un a statute giving a lien for repairs a lien was undertaken to be en-
forced for salvage or vice versa?

It is no doubt clear that the statute contemplates the performance of the

“ repairs™ nan American shipy ard, although the statute does not so state.
This bill assumes that the * repairs” are to be performed in an Ameﬁcan
shi but how can ‘‘salvage be performed in an American shipyard?

Ewt, all the “salvage” in this instance was performed in a foreign coun-
try. as thesalvage charge was figured at $51,000 and had been incurred when
thgrviaeselmaoid inﬂa.htgax th i L R

t was proposed now toconfine the expenditures repairs,"” w' re
apt language could be used than now appears in the statute?

The case of the now pending before the committee, is a ver{ong
ﬂ.lna‘t.rntém&n of an absurd restl.ld t]tl that would f{';!ll(:or th: i mlr’ﬁ;e " was
mmst.rn as “repairs " under the provisions of general law.
ees was wrecked more than 2,000 miles from San Francisco,
in,g seen her, her present owner purchased her for $1,230), and

sava her a.nd get her to San ig?m
en sha reach without ha“uiem anything put upon
herin r:g:.lra. the cnsz ot snvmg her and getting her to San Francisco ex-

If h"sge is to he reclmned as repairs, independent of the question of her
havi - n wrecked outside of the waters of the United Sts this vessal
wouls hnve been antitlad to an American register under t.ho general law

wlthout ever having had a dollar of actual repairs expen n her.
In fact, none has n expende upon her, and so far as t.hn?opmmmn of
the statute is concerned, she is now antit.lea. if this theory is sound, toan

American register, waiving, for the purposes of illustration, the fact that she

was wrecked outside of Amenmn waters, becausa the amount ded for
e sm.lvage" €0 Mg ' has been nearly twenty times the amount
of her o

cost to her owner, Thu-l i.llustmtlon conuld be very enmly
du nm a great many instances if “salvage" is to be construed as “‘re-

re.”

‘We submit, thnre!ore. that the rule adopted by the rtment is nunsup-
ported b oper construction of the statute and that this vessel does not
cume an WR{ not come within either of the provisions o! the statute.

ere was nothing out of the ordinary in her wrecking and there was

Th
nothing “unforeseen™ h&ctnybc’dy mnnsctad with the transaction in any og
An

the circumstances. In was seen, known, understood,

antu::pnted If the committee is to stand by the rule which it has alread
adopted, which I believe to be right, and treat all applicants alike, then t

E.gﬂel in our Eudsment‘ is clearly not entitled to the register asked for, and

e % C. E. LITTLEFIELD.
Mr. FORDNEY. I now yield to my colleague [Mr. Wi. ALDEN

. ALDEN S}IITH Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
Maine [Mr LiTTLEFIELD] and his distinguished predecessor, the
late Mr. Dingley, disagree entirely upon the doctrine of protec-
tion. Under the leadership of Mr. Dingley 30,000 tons of foreign
shipping was permitted to come in under our flag. What was
the object of the registry law? It was to encourage American
shipping and preserve the shipbuilding market for American
workmen; and the gentleman from Maine knows very well—

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker ]

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Michigan yield?
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I can nof yield.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Although 1 yielded to you, you will not

SMITH
Mr.

y’ield to me,

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I cannotyield. You had twenty
minutes; I have two. The gentleman knows that the doctrine of
pmtecuon described by Mr. DALZELL is not at stake at all. These

laws were originally passed in the administration of
‘Washi n; they have been oonsumtly guarded ever
since. During the war of the rebellion when some ships sought
to go out from under the American flag because they lacked faith
in onr Government and feared we could not protect them we
grope‘rly refused them admittance when they sought to come back.
ir, there has never been a time when Congress could equitably
refuse an American register to a ship bearing the marks of the
American hammer upon its keel. Every gentleman on this side
of the chamber familiar with the facts knows that the owner of
this ship showed genunine American enterprise and courage when
he went npon the rocks of Nova Scotia and blasted this ship off
with American labor and towed her into an American shipyard
to be rebuilt.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He did not do it.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. And has already
upon her and will expend more. I say it is the height of unwis-
dom—it is political bigotry personified—to say that this American
citizen, the owner of 60 ships, all of which fly our ﬂmﬁ shall now
be driven under a foreign register and compelled to fly the Eng-
lish flag in order to operate this ship in American waters. [Ap-
plause.] Why, the gentleman from Penusylvania [Mr. Da
zELL] says that he must protect the shipping interests in his
State, ell, there are shipowners in his State that are flying
foreign flags over their ships to-day. [Applause.] Letthis Con-
gress, at least in cases of real merit, invite American citizens,
whose ships are manned by American sailors, to sail the seas un-
der the ensign of the United States. [Applause.]

[Here the hammer fell. ]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forp-
NEY] has two minutes remaining.

. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, as against the sum of $224,000
nded in wrecks within a certain given time, in American and
adjacent waters, American labor in American shipyards has re-
ceived over $3,000,000. I was present at a meeting of the sub-
committee the other day, and the shipbuilding interests who
opposed this measure were ashamed to be personally present, but
sent two lawyers there, and the money in dollars and cents in-
vested by the concerns thus represented by those two gentlemen,
com with the shipping interests of this country and the slnpk
building interests of the country, does not amount to a flyspec
on the map of the world. [Laughter.] Onme of the gentlemen
who was present stated that his company had protested against
bidding on the ship, and that statement was met by the state-
ment of the owner of this vessel that the gentleman’s company,
the Newport News Shipbuilding Company, had put in a bid on
this very vessel, which bid had been rejected, and because that
company did not receive something out of the pie, as you might
term it, it comes in here and protests through its attorney. When
the queatlon was put to this man he said, ** Oh, pardon me, but I

mt $71,000

did not know that that was so.”” Mr. Speaker that is all I care
to say. [Applause.] :
The SPEAKER. The quest:wn is on suspending the rules and

passing the bill.
'I‘ha question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
DarzeLL) there were—ayes 143, noes 24,
So (two-thirds having voted ‘in the affirmative) the rules were
suspended and the bill was passed.

COOSA RIVER.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass, with the committee amendments, the bill (S. 6231) au-
thorizing Robert A. Chapman, of Alabama, his associates and
assigns, to use the waters in the Coosa River, in Alabama, for the
purpose of generating electricity, which I will send to the desk
and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it e'na.cted, ete., T'hnt Ro‘bert A, Chn. um.n and. hls associates are anthor-
ized to erect, constr the Coosa River, in Ala-
'Im-m.n at lock No. 3(%)1 , or ﬁm now indimted bf the Government survey
of said river, with er worksincident tharet.o, or water-power purposes
for generating elwmiﬂmmmded‘ That plans, cations, and exact lo-
cation of said dam shall be mbmil:ted to mdappruved by tha Secre rg
of War: And aﬁm ided further, That the said Robert A.Chapman and h
associates shall, at their own expense, make such chan s and modifications
of said dam and sppurtenant works as the SBecretary of War may from time
to time direct in interest of the navigation ot nlud river: dAnd provided
also, That lndders suitable for the of fish over such dam be con-
structed and maintained by the said Roberf A. Chapman and his associates
as may be time to time required ‘by t.ha United States Fish Commis-
sioner: And provided further, That this ac ot be construed as author-
izing any invasion or im irment of the lﬁl rl'iht.a of nny&otson or cor-
poration, and litiga on that may arise e construction and main-
tenance of ml?lngam ts appurtenant works may be tried in the proper
courts of the State of Ahhnms and the courts of the United States.

SE0. 2. That the right to alter,amend, or repeal thisact is hereby expressly

SEC. 8. That this act shall be null and void unless the dam herein author-
ized shall be commenced within two years from the date hereof,
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The committee amendment was read, as follows:

In line 19, page 2, strike out the words * two years " and insert in lieu thereof
the words “ one year and completed within three years;" and in line 20, page
4 af.tar the word ** date,” insert the words **of ap‘provni.“

Mr. BURTON. Mr. er, on this bill I demand a second.

Mr. THOMPSON of bama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that a second be considered as o =

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. THomMpsoN] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
BurToN] to control the time for and against the bill.

Mr. OMPSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill is to anthorize Robert
Chapman and associates to use the waters of the Coosa River
in Alabama for the purpose of generating electricity. The bill
has been drawn under the supervision of the Secretary of War,
and has the approval of Mr. Gillespie, Chief of Engineers of
the United States, and provides that 1t shall not in any way in-
terfere with navigation. It is subject to repeal, as other bills of
a similar character which have been passed, and I can see no ob-
jection to the passage of this bill. I hophgt.ha.t: it may be passed,
as many bills of a similar character have been passed. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. S er, 1 have no personal interest what-
ever in this bill, but I do not think the House ought to pass it
without understanding just what it is. It is a proposition to

t to an individual and his associates the right to construct a
ﬂ in the Coosa River in the State of Alabama. Let us briefly
review the history of that river., We have been improving it at
an expense of about $1,500,000 in order to render it navigable.
The pro; improvement contemplates, when it is completed,
the construction of 31 dams, at an expense of not less than
§6,000,000. It will be remembered by the House that at the last
session the Committee on Rivers and Harbors opposed the exten-
sive improvement of this river, not thinking it worth while; so I
think I may say for the committee, and certainly for myself, that
we have no objection to the use of the river for the g‘urposea of
creating water power, and the entire or partial abandonment of
navigation.

It is said that it affords for water power as great possibilities as
any river in the United States, but, er' Iam justenough
of a States’ rights man to believe it entirely improper for this Con-
gress to pick out different riversin the United States and say that
A B may construct a dam there and C D there and E F another
there. submit that if we do anything upon this bill we ought
to declare that the river is not navigable, and then let the State
of Alabama determine who shall enjgﬂthis water power. When
we have done that we have done that the Congress of the
United States oughttodo. If it is navigable we ought not to give
the right to anyone to construct a dam. If itisnotnavigable the
common law and the statutes of Alabama are sufficient to deter-
mine who shall enjoy the privilege. There is no reservation of
the right of navigation here except the promise to be obtained
from the parties that they shall make such changes as are required
in the future. But the bill specifies that a dam shall be built
there. That means an abandonment for purposes of navigation.

Mr. HAMILTON. If the gentleman will pardon me, have we
not, by a clause in the river and harbor act of 1898, compelled
A, B, C, and D to come here and ask permission to construct
dams in streams which are navigable in more than one State?

Mr. BURTON. In rare instances that has been done. The
first bill of that nature which I find was passed in the year 1884,
and perhaps eight or ten have been passed.

r ILTON. No; but was there not an amendment in
the river and harbor act of 1898 saying that where a stream is
navigable in more than one State it may not be obstructed by
dams or bridges without the consent of Congress? Is not that
the provision, in effect? Hence it becomes necessary for this gen-
tleman and others to come here and ask the consent of Congress
for the constrnction of specific dams. Is that not so?

Mr. BURTON. Oh, the general rule is, of course, that if Con-

exercises supervision, then and in that case the action of
ngress must be had to take away the navigable quality of the
stream.

ilr., HAMILTON. But we can not evade it.

Mr. BURTON. But what we should do is to declare that the
river is not navigable. Does this man own the land adjacent? I
would like to ask that question. Can the gentleman state
whether this Robert Chapman owns the land adjacent to these
locks here?

Mr. THOMPSON. I can not answer that question.

Mr. BURTON. What right does he have to locate there?

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not know whether he owns the land
adjacent to the property or not, but the bill provides that this
act shall not be construed as authorizing any invasion or impair-

ment of the legal rights of any person or corporation, and that
any litigation that may arise from the maintenance or construction
of said dams may be tried in the proper courts of the State of
Alabama and in the courts of the United States.

The bill provides that the parties owning the abutting property,
where they pro to build, shall have their litigation adjudicated
in the courts of Alabama.

Mr. BURTON. Ah, but the gentleman must recognize that
we give a special advantage to this man and his associates by
passing this bill. We give them an advantage over all others.

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. BURTON. Certainly.

Mr. MADDOX. Is it contemplated in this bill that these men
shall build dams wherever they see proper to build them?

Mr. BURTON. At three or four places, at the locations here-
tofore selected by the Government engineers for locks.

Mr. MADDOX. Isitnota fact that the Government has now
provided for a survey?

Mr. BURTON. The Government has provided for a survey
and located locks 25, 26, 27, and 28. I believe those are the num-

“bers. Those are the ified locations for locks to be built to
promote navigation. Now, it is specified in this bill—

Mr. MADDOX. There is a further specification for a new sur-
vey of that river in the last river and harbor act.

Mr. BURTON. I believe 80; yes.

Mr. MADDOX. It seems to me if what is asked forin this bill
is allowed, why, it will be very much in the way of the Govern-

ment.

Mr. BURTON. It would certainly tend toward the abandon-
ment of the river for that purpose.

Mr. MADDOX. If seems so to me, and for that reason I shall

o it.

pﬁ)rs.eTHOMPSON. Does not this bill provide that these dams
shall be built at the very places designated by the Corps of En-
f’ineers of the Government where these proposed Government
ocks are to be built in case the Government undertakes to im-
prove the river?

Mr. BURTON. It does; and let me add——

Mr. THOMPSON. I want the tleman from Georgia to un-
derstand that this dam is to be built under the supervision of the
Board of Engineers employed by the Government.

Mr. BURTON. Let me explain that more fully, We have
had a number of these bills, and in every case where 1t is intended
that navigation shall be promoted we have also provided that a
lock shall be constructed. This does not contemplate the con-
struction of any lock. Ifcontemplates the construction of a dam,
which would be an absolute barrier to the navigation of the
river. It can be nothing else. You can not get through on a
stream where there is a fall of 12 feet with a dam only. You
must have a lock, which provides a chamber where the boat may

rise and fall.

I will ask the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, THOMPSON] if it
is not true that there is a statutory provision for the construction
of dams for purposes of water power in that State?

Mr. THOMPSON. Not where the water power is navigable.

Mr. BURTON. There is none where it is navigable?

Mr. THOMPSON. No, sir; and this is considered a navigable

stream.

I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurTox] if
section 2 of this bill does not provide that when the Government
shall undertake to improve this river for purposes of navigation
this bill shall be repealed or amended, as the Chief of Engineers
may direct?

Mr. BURTON. Section 2 has the nsual provision giving the
right to alter, amend, or repeal; but I do not believe the gentle-
man thinks that after a dam is authorized there, after a plan for
improvement has been under consideration for thirty years, and
that work is partially, completed we will alter, amend, or repeal.
Does the gen from Alabama think that such legislation
would be quite fair to a man who should construct a dam there
fog of water power?

. THOMPSON. I want to say that if the Government will
not remove it I would not advocate this bill. The parties asking
this special u{rivilege understand that the Government has the
right to make this improvement for navigation purposes and
that they were so to construct their dam as to conform with the
re%ﬁ uirements of the Government if it wants a lock.

. BURTON. Then I would ask the gentleman from Ala-
bama why was not the bill drawn in the ordinary form for the
construction of both a lock and a dam instead of a dam alone?

Mr. THOMPSON. I am not the author of the bill. It was
drawn by Senator PETTUS, of Alabama. and has the unanimous
report from the Senate committee as well as the unanimous re-
port of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HAMILTON. I would like to ask the gentleman from
Ohio for information, How far up is Coosa River navigable?
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Mr. BURTON. This portion of it is not navigable at all, be-
cause the fall is very precipitous. It is navigable above for a
considerable distance and below for a short s . I wan® the
gentleman from Michigan to understand that I have no objection
to any project that means the abandonment of the navigation of
that river. I fear the contemplated improvement for navigation
will be too expensive, but I think the House ought to understand
what we are doing in this case,

The SPEAKER. The question is on' suspending the rules and
passing the bill with the amendment.

Mr. THOMPSON. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD].

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mz Speaker,I have listened to what the
gentleman from Ohio has said in reference to this bill, and not-
withstanding what he has said, I think the House ought to pass
this bill. ow, if there was any doubt about the position the
River and Harbor Committee or the position that the House of
Representatives takes or intends to take in reference to the navi-
gation of this river, then I would not be in favor of permanently
building a dam acrogs it. But the gentleman from Ohio reported
last year that he did not think it wise for the Government to at-
tempt to improve this river. Now that means, for the present at
least, the Government of the United States intends to spend no
money whatever toward making this river navigable. 1t is not
navigable. Asa matter of fact, it is merely navigable on paper,
and classed &s a navigable river by the Government.

Now, the committee over which the gentleman from Ohio so
ably presides has distinetly said to this House that they wonld
not vote a further appropriation to im%rlova that river at this
time. So this guestion comes here. e people of Alabama
want to get the use and benefit of this stream. ey can not get
the use and benefit of it as a mavigable river, because the Con-
gress of the United States has said in this House that it is not
going to improve it. They come and ask, as has been asked in a
number of bills, that they may put a dam across that river and
use the water for the purpose of generating electricity. The bill
provides that whenever Congress says that the Government needs
the water on the river for navigation this dam shall come down.
It provides that this work shall be done under the supervision of
the Chief of Engineers of the Army. If you vote down this bill,
what do youdo? Do you increase navigation? You do not im-
prove the navigation. If you were, I would not be in favor of
the bill. But you will let this water run over these bluffs and
waterfalls, where the people can never get the benefit of it. Yon
say that it shall be useless, absolutely useless to the people of
Alabama.

Mr. BURTON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a

uestion?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. BURTON. Is it not true that by the common law as well
as by the statutes of Alabama, if there is a stream that affords
water power the abutting owners can utilize that water power?
Do you not have a provision in your probate court for having the
damages assessed?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think so. This river is navigable on
paper. Itisclassed asa navigable stream, but as a matter of fact
it is not. Of course the gentleman from Ohio knows if it were not
classed as a navigable river there would be nothing in the way of
the people at all. This portion of the river is not navigable, and
it is not p d to make it navigable. ; ;

Now, under these circumstances, is Congress going to deprive
the le of Alabama of the right to nse the waters of this river
for useful p es. If it was a new venture, or something never
done before, there might be something in the gentleman’s argu-
ment. But only a week ago you passed a bill in this House, and
it is the law to-day, in reference to the construction of dams on
the Tennessee River—a navigable river. You have passed since
I have been a member of this House at least 25 or 30 bills of this
kind, to my knowledge, on rivers known as navigable, for the
purpose of allowing the citizens of the State to use the water
power. And why in this case, affer passing all of these bills, in
a river where the gentleman’s own committee says that we have
closed it as a navigable river and will not apHmprm_te money to
allow of its improvement and make it ac y navigable, why,
under circumstances of that kind, will fym:l refuse to allow the
people of the State to have the benefit of the use they can make
of the water? . )

So far as the ‘riparian owners are concerned, the bill provides
that this can only be done by the courts of Alabama. there is
any damage, this bill provides that the riparian owners shall be
paid. The Government rights are protected, the rights of the
individual citizen of the State are protected, and at any time,
under the terms of this law, the dam can be pulled down. Now,
why not grant this right? v

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has expired.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from Ala-
bama misunderstood me. I by no means desire to restrict the
citizens of that State from the opportunity to use this water

wer, but I say there is a proper way to go about it, by declar-
ing that this stream is nonnavigable at that point, and thus let
those who are the abutting owners and are granted the right by
Alabama to improve it. e ought not to allow any citizen to
go down there with the prestige that would come from a bill of
this character, so that he could say that the National Legisla-
ture has granted to him the right to use that river there and to
nobody else.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If this was the only bill, there might be
something in what the gentleman says. But we have passed a
number of bills of this character granting ial privileges.

Mr. BURTON. The gentleman mustnotice that thereis a clear
distinction between this and these other cases. Those cases were
where the work was constructed by the Government and a head-
way made by a dam and the right to draw off the water was given.
This is a radically different proposition. This proposes the build-
ing of a dam, absolutely stopping the flow of the water, with res-
ervations which are put in rather as a matter of form than other-
wise, with a view to the future demands of navigation. One case
is where the Government owns the land and allows the privilege
to a citizen or corporation to draw off or divert water, Those are
the frequent cases to which the gentleman from Alabama refers.

This is an absolnte privilege to an individual to construct a dam.
It is practically saying that Robert Chapman and his associates
are the only men who, in four localities, the best localities on the
river, can construct dams. I really think the gentleman will find
himself, as I have found, that protests will come in against giving
this exclusive privilege, this monopoly, to one person to build a

dam. It seems to me that the privilege should be thrown open
to the public.
Mr. MOON. If the gentleman will allow me, I want to suggest

that I have a letter from Mr. Davis, who alleges that he is the
owner of 40 acres of land adjoining this proposed dam, and he
protests a%inst the passage of this bill.

Mr. BURTON. I have received myself four or five protests,
sent to me nnder the impression that this matter was coming be-
fore the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. I now yield to the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox].

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, the fact is that there are about
250 miles of the river which is navignble above this pro ob-
struction; above this place where they want a charter to build
dams. Probably for 250 miles below it is navigable to the Gulf.
We are trying to get the obstrnctions out of the river so as to get
navigationtothe bay. Thelast river and harbor bill providas%gr
a survey, a new survey, for that purpose—in other words, to see
if it is possible for us to remove these obstructions and get them
out of the way so that we can open up the river for navigation.

This survey is either going on now or will be at an early day.
Here is a bill which proposes to give to some private individual
or corporation the authority to build a dam somewhere. It is
said or claimed that they could put the dam where the engineers
say it shonld be put. I say they can not put it there, because it
has not been surveyed. I am opposed to giving any corporation
this right. Now, I want to say to my friend from Alabama that
whenever you g‘ive these people such a right yon will have them
here fighting, doing all they can to egrevent the opening of this
river, which will be of so much benefit to all in that country. I
know there is a sentiment here that is v eager and anxious to
prevent this river from being opened. I know where it is and
where it comes from, and so does the gentleman trom Alabama.
I do not want this river further obstructed. I do not want to

grant this privilege to any individual or cog)loration.
Mr. THOMPSON. Will the gentleman allow me an interrup-
tion?

Mr. MADDOX. Yes.

Mr. THOMPSON. The gentleman says the survey has not
been made, Is he not aware of the fact that three or four Gov-
ernment surveys of this river have been made, and that all locks
and dams have been designated by these surveys?

Mr. MADDOX. Yes; and is not the gentleman aware that
the ]a;‘} Congress ignored the whole business and ordered a new
survey?

Mr. THOMPSON. Iam.

Mr. MADDOX. Well, that survey will have to be made.

Mr. THOMPSON., This bill provides that locks and dams shall
be put where the Government survey provides.

. MADDOX. It does not provide for any lock.

Mr. THOMPSON. It provides for the dams where locks and
dams are designated.

Mr. MADDOX. The gentleman is just as much interested in
this matter as I am. He can not do anything more effective
ﬁai:ast opening this river than by pushing this bill to its ;

that object should be carried out you will find a combination
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here in Congress that will try to prevent the opening of that
river, which is such a great necessity to our people.

Besides, I am opposed to giving these privileges to one single
corporation upon a river that is now opened and being navigated
250 miles at one end and 300 miles at the other. We want these
obstructions cleared away; we do not want to have navigation
obstructed by these people; and if a dam be put there it will be-
yond doubt be put at the wrong place when the engineers come
to decide upon the guestion, and we shall have to pay money to
remove it. For these reasons I think the bill ought not to pass;
I hope it will not.

Mr. THOMPSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS].

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the truth isthat
the Coosa River above this stretch is navigable by small boats.
Down below it is also navigable for a considerable distance. It
would not do to come in with a bill or agreement declarini the
Coosa River nonnavigable, because that would do away with the
hope of Federal betterment of the stream below and above. But
the Coosa River where it passes through the mountains of north
Alabama, in the neighborhood of Gadsden, is about the farthest
possible from being navigable. Inthatregionyou havebeauntiful
waterfalls and wild mountain torrents.

I do not see why the people there can not use that stretch of
river for manufacturing purposes, especially when this bill re-
serves the right of the Government to improve this stream regard-
less of any right or privilege granted in the bill, and when there
is also ted to the riparian owners their right of obstruction
and defense if they imagine that their properties are interfered
with. It seems to me that the power to use for manufacturing
p this stretch of river in the mountains of north Alabama
ouggt to be granted by Congress. It is evident it can not be
granted by anybody else, becanse the river is recognized as a
navigable stream subject to the exclusive jurisdiction of the
Federal Government. 2

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missis-
sippi [Mr. WiLLiaMs] has correctly stated this proposition. The
Coosa River is navigable 142 miles above where it is proposed to
build this dam, 78 miles of which is obstructed by shoals and
rocks which, the distingunished chairman of the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors [Mr. BURTONA stated, wonld cost $20,000,000
to remove and to build locks and dams necessary to make this

‘portion of the river navigable. In the discussion on the proposed
appropriation for the Coosa River, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
BurTton] said:

I regard this project as the most objectionable of all those in the whole
list of river and harbor improvements for which there have been recom-
mendations made. It pro in a stretch of about 142 miles, to build 81
locks and dams. On that there has already been expended about $1,5300,000,
The balance required to complete it would be something over 8,000,000 ac-
cording to the estimates made in 1860 and before. Captain Judson, an able
young engineer, was in charge of this improvement, and he states frankly
that when he first was assigned to duty there he thou&hﬂt favorably of it, but
on further examination he was compelled to change his mind, first, because
4-foot navigation would not do any practical good.

Mr. MADDOX. Would the gentleman agree now with the
gentleman from Ohio to abandon that river?

r. THOMPSON. No, sir; but I agree to abandon this dam—
to condemn it—to repeal the law authorizing it whenever the
Government declares itself ready to improve this navigation.

Mr. MADDOX. Which dam is the gentleman ready to abandon?

Mr. THOMPSON, The dam that this bill proposes to allow to
be erected.

Mr. MADDOX. Where?

Mr. THOMPSON. At or near Wetumpka, Ala.

Mr. MADDOX. The United States Government has pretty
well completed the dam, has it not?

Mr. THOMPSON. No, sir; nothing has been done on it. No
work has been done on any dam at our end of the river. One
lock has been constructed at Wetumpka.

hMr. MADDOX. There has been some considerable work done
there?

Mr. THOMPSON. One lock has been built, but no dam. No
work has been done on any dam on the lower end of the river.

Now, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, BurTON] argued that the
improvement of this river was very remote, even if it were con-
templated by the Government to make it navigable. The dis-
tinguished gentleman from Iowa, in a speech delivered in Ala-
bama on a tour of that State, said that Congress had thoroughly
investigated this matter, and had decided that it would be
cheaper to dig us a new river than to improve the Coosa. The
House will see at once what probability there is of making this
river navigable. No gentleman on the floor of this House, not
even the distinguished gentleman from Georgia, Judge MADDOX,
is more anxious than myself to have this river improved for nav-
jgation. I think it would prove of untold benefit to our section
of the country, and I labored earnestly with the committee to
give us an appropriation to carry on and to keep up this work;

but after careful consideration they refused to do so, stating that
it had less merit in it than any proposition that was presented to
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Now, these %entlemen simply ask permission of this Congress
that they be allowed to construct a dam, for the purpose of gen-
erating electricity, on that river 14 miles above Montgomery,
which will enable them to use this electric power in the city.
of Montgomery and for the purpose of building and operating
cotton factories and other manufacturing enterprises along the
bauks of the river, subject to the approval and under the direc-
tion of the Board of Engineers of the Government, with a defi-
nite understanding that whenever the Government proposes to
improve this river, remove these obstructions, and make it navi-
gable that they are required, under the provisions of this bill. to
remove that dam, or so much of it as may be necessary, for the
purpose of inserting locks, to carry out the plan proposed by the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors whenever that committee gets
ready to improve it. I hope this House will not refuse my people
the right to use this water power until the Government sees fit
to give us navigation u this river. I yield the balance of my
time to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutesremaining.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, in a general way I am in-
clined to agree with the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman
from *‘Georgia, but this is a pecnliar case. The Rivers and Har-
bors Committee dnringmghe last session of Congress, after very
maturely considering thi lproposit:ion and going over the whole

nestion, came to the conclusion that it was unwise to enter upon
&e improvement of this river at this time, and perhaps at any
time in the near future. To my mind, this river will some day
be improved, but I am also of the opinion that the time is quite
distant. In the meantime it seems to me that it would be a mat-
ter of economy to permit the construction of this dam b%ﬂi-;nhis
corporation for the purpose of generating power of some kind,
or, in other words, to harness this water power and put it to work
and make it productive. The State of Alabama can not grant to
any of her citizens the power to engage in this enterprise, because
this is a navigable river under act of Congress, and the power to
improve it or the power to interfere with it in any way can only
come from (}m}gm&s_

Mr. BURTON. Will the gentleman yield to a question?

Mr. BANKHEAD, Certainly.

Mr. BURTON. Whyis it that this privilege of using the water
power at these four dams, so valuable that a United States en-
gineer said it was worth more than the cost of improving the
river, is by this bill absolutely restricted to ome individual and
his associates? Why is it not thrown open to the people of
Alabama?

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is well known by the gentleman from
Ohio that no single individual counld engage in an enterprise of
this magnitnde. It will costat least a half million of dollars, and
the abutting property owners along this river, as a rule, are very
poor men. I would not be surprised if it developed that the Gov-
ernment of the United States still holds the title to the land at
some of these locks and dams, because it is of that character that
individuals have not cared even to homestead it.

Now, the question is this in a nutshell: If this Congress is not
willing to give authority to this company that has been organized
for the purpose of developing this power and permit them to util-
ize the water, it must run waste for an indefinite period and be of
no service to anybody. In this bill authority is given the Secre-
tary of War to supervise the construction of this dam in every
particular, and the right is reserved to Congress to re it at
any time whenever the Government, through an act of Congress,
shall decide to begin the improvement of the river. Now, Mr.
Speaker, I know and I concede that this power, if properly utilized,
is va.luablg, and I also know thattlnnless t?l measurtg of atkhw hhl;];lnlls
passed and a company or corporation anthorized to make thi -
provement it vﬁﬁa:ever be utilized. Therefore I hope, under
existing facts and circumstances, that Congress will consent that
these parties may construct this dam with the view of utilizing
the power, subject always, as it is provided in this bill, to the
control of the Secretary of War and to repeal by Congress when-
ever it so desires.

Mr. BURTON. Would the gentleman from Alabama object
to an amendment here in line 3, after the words ‘‘ Robert A.
Chapman and his associates,”’ to this effect, ‘‘ or other person or
corporation duly authorized by the State of Alabama? "’

Mr, THOMPSON. I would not; but it might retard the pas-

e of this bill to such an extent as to defeat it.
. BANKHEAD. Not if it be granted by unanimous eon-
sent, I take it.

Mr. THOMPSON. Ihaveno objection to that, except it might
defeat the bill. It is a Senate bill.

Mr. BURTON. I would prefer that the gentleman himself
would ask leave.

-
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Mr. THOMPSON. If the tleman will assist me in i
it through, 1 will do so. o mg
Mr. BURTON. I think that would remove the objection.
Mr. THOMPSON. Very well; write out your amendment.
Mr. BURTON. * Or other person or corporation duly author-
ized by the State of Alabama.”’
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama

has ax%ed. g
Mr. OMPSON. I will accept the amendment, Mr. Speaker.
The SPEAKER. Those opposed to the bill have three minutes

Tem; . .

Mr. BﬁRTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Alabama to make a statement regarding the proposed amend-
ment by the insertion of the words I have referred to.

Mr. OMPS{))N‘;h I as]:le unanitia;ou.s oonselgd that ’;.1]1& bs:ﬁ:end-
ment gested e man be incorporated in the bill.

Thasg%EAKEI{ 'I‘]:lge'Bn ntleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent that the following amendment be incorporated in
the bill. It will be e by the Clerk.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 1, after the word “associates,” i **or other persons or
oorpnrat.iomsa' uly anthorized thereto.” e M b

Mr, MADDOX. Iobject, Mr. %

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia objects. The
question is on suspending the rules and passing the bill with the
committee amendments.

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that, in his
opinion, two-thirds not voted in the affirmative.

Mr. THOMPSON. I ask for a division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 47,

Mr. THOMPSON. I ask for tellers.

Tellers were refused; 16 members seconding the demand.

Accordingly (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the mo-
tion was rejected.

GROSSE ISLE, DETROIT RIVER, MICHIGAN.

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. DMr. Speaker, I move to miend the

rules and pass the bill (8. 1805) for the erection of a keeper’s

%avgemll_ixm at Grosse Isle, North Channel Range, Detroit River,
ic g :

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up; under suspension

of the rules, the following bill, and moves its passage.

The bill was read, as follows:

e e R e e
necessary, be, an e \ i ; @
T e e s daling

ThaSPEAKERh X The question is on suspending the rules and

ing the bill.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Mr. Speaker, is this unani-
mously reported by any committee?

Mr{lE Y C. SMITH. Yes.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What committee has re-

rted it?
poMr. HENRY C. SMITH. Interstate and Foreign Commerce.
Itis fo]rﬁn. light-house keeper’s dwelli

Mr

. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. am informed there is no
objection to it.
SPEAKER. The gquestion is on suspending the rules and
passing the bill.

The question was taken; and two-thirds voting in the affirma-
tive, the rules were suspended and the bill 3

RAILEOAD BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER, ALABAMA.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, by direction of
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, I move to
nd the rules and the bill (H. R. 17052) to authorize the
ilding of a rail bridge across the Tennessee River ata
point between Lewis Bluff, in Morgan County, Ala., and Gunters-
ville, in Marshall County, Ala.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves to sus-

d the rules and pass a bill which will be reported by the
erk.

The bill was read. It provides that it shall be lawful for
Milton Humes, R. E. Spragins, R. E. Pettus, T. W. Pratt, and
Lawrence r, their associates and assigns, to construct and
maintain a bridge and approaches thereto over the Tennessee
River at a point on said river between Lewis Bluff, in the county
of Morgan, State of Alabama, and Guntersville, in the county of
Marshall, State of Alabama, and to lay on or over said bridge a
railroad track or tracks for the more perfect connection of any
railroad or railroads that are or shall hereafter be constructed to
the said river, on either or both sides thereof, at or opposite said

int, under the limitations and conditions herei pro %
gid bridge shall be constructed to provide for the 1ge of
railway trains, and, at the option of the owners or builders
thereo;. may be used for the passage of wagons or vehicles of all
kinds, for the transit of animals of all kinds, and for foot passen-

gers, for such reasonable. rates of toll as may be approved from
time to time by the Secretary of War.

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and
passing the bill with the amendments.

The question being taken, and two-thirds voting in the affirma-
tive, the rules were suspended and the bill passed.

LIGHT-HOUSE, ETC., WASHINGTON.

Mr. CUSHMAN. I move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H. R. 75) to establish a light-house and fog signal at Bur-
rows Island, Rosario Strait, State of Washington.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That a light-house and fo&hsignnl be established and
constructed at the southwest point of Burrows I[sland. Rosario Strait, Puget
Sound, State of Washington, at a cost not to exceed §15,000.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I happened to notice the title of that
bill. ItisaHousebill. Therewasa Senate bill favorably reported
from our committee for the same purpose. I would the gen-
tleman why he does not move to suspend the rules and pass the
Senate bill?

Mr. CUSHMAN. Iwill sayto the gentleman, Mr. Speaker——

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask that a second be or-
dered before the debate proceeds on this bill.

The SPEAKER. Debate has been running for some time.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iunderstood the gentleman
from Illinois to rise and addressa question to the Chair. I do not
think I ought to be cut off from demanding a second.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will not be cutoff, if he did
not know the condition of things. The gentleman from Tennes-
see demands a second.

Mr. CUSHMAN. I ask unanimous consent that a second may
be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks nnanimous consent that
a second be considered as ordered. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington is recog-
nized for twenty minutes in favor of the bill and the gentleman
from Tennessee for twenty minutes against the bill.

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, the pr(?)oaition contemplated
by this bill, H. R. 75, is the construction of a light-house on Bur-
rows Island, Rosario Strait, Puget Sound, in the State of Wash-
ington.. The construction of a light-house at this point is one of
the absolute necessities of the commerce of this region.

The Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, to whom
this bill was referred for consideration, have made the following
report on the same:

[House Report No. 419, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session. ]
LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG SIGNAL, BURROWS ISLAND, WASHINGTON.

Februay é 1902, committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union and ordered to be printed. Mr. CooMes, from the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, submitted the following report (to
accompany H. B. 75):

Tne Committee on Interstate and Foi Commerce, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 75) to establish a light-hounse and fog ni.Elul at

Isiand. Rosario Strait, State of W n beg leave to submit the follow-

ing report and recommend that said do pass without amendment:
ev[‘his is a bill emcti.:ﬁ'lﬂmt a light-house and f(;i:ignnl b2 established and

constructed at the southwest point of Burrows Island. Rosario Strait, Puget

Sound, State of W at a cost not to exceed §15,000. .
This bill has the approval of the Treasury Department, as will be seen by

the following letter:

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, December £8, 1901,
Sir: This Department has the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a let-
inclosing for s

ter from g"iom- committee, dated December 26, 1901 ons
a copy of H. R. 75, authorizing the establishment of & light and sta-
tion at Burrows Island, Rosario Strait, W, g

In reply the Department states that the matter was referred to the Light-
House rd, which mmm that the following recommendation made in its
annual rmp;);}? for the four years is renewed on page 209 of its annual
report for :

** Bwrrows [sland, Rosario Strait, Washington.—The fn]hwi:f recommenda-
tion, made in the Board’s last four annual re is renewed:

**There is much trafiic throngh Roesario Strait, which will naturally in-
crease in the future. During certain seasons of the gm fog and smoke from
forests fires prevail. Burrows Island is a point of departure for most of the
vessels plying the strait. The tides and currents here are strong and vari-
alle, and there are several dangerous reefs in the immediate ri'im't . A
light and fog signal at the southwest point of Burrows Island would ie of
great use to commerce and navigation. Itis estimated that they could be
established for not exceeding and it is recommended that an appro-
priation of this amount be e therefor.'”

This De thmtomumhns the honor to state that it concurs with the

Board in this reco
Respectfully, L. J. GAGE,
Secretary.
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON
INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE,
House of Representatives.

You will observe that this bill not only has been favorably re-
ported by the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, but
the Light-House Board has been recommending for the past four
years that this light-house be built.

I have here in my hand numerous petitions and memorials from
commercial clubs and shipping men asking that this light-house
be constructed at once. the attention of this House to the
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following letter addressed to me on this subject from the Com- | anthorizes the construction of the light-house and fixes the limit
mercial Club of Anacortes, State of Washington, said city being | of cost, and that the bill shall not make any ag?ropriaﬁon for the

near the site of the proposed light:
AXACORTES COMMERCIAL CLUB,
Anacortes, Wash., January 15, 1908,
Hon. FRAXCIS W. CusaMAN, M. C.,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: About five years ago there was circulated upon Puget Sound
a petition praying Congress to make an appropriation for and have erected
a light-house and fog-signal station upon the western end of Burrows Island
in Kosario Straits in Puget S8ound. is petition was nnanimously signed by
masters and shipowners, and some action was taken thereon, one House hav-
mwd the bill providing therefor.

is measure has recently been very forcibly brought to our attention by
the running ashorve of the nger steamer Utopia and her almost mirac-
. mlous escape from t_iniury—pomibly cumglew destruction; also that of
the tug Wigwam, flagship for the Alaska Packers' Association, and the ex-
ceedingly narrow escape from a serions wreck of the steamship City of
Puebla. The diverzity of tides and currents in this vicinity, caused by the
numerous converging channels, makes navigation in the night or during
fog extremely hmn’zom This will be more patent to you by a casual ex-
aminstion of chart of United States Geological Burvey No. 6300,

If deemed necessary a new petition for this most desirable aid for naviga-
tion could be promptly secured containing the szfnntnms of every liscensed
master, engineer, and shipowner on Puget S8ound, and we would suggest that
the Navy and War De ments would most willingly assist, as the fre-
quent visits of war vessels and other United States crafts would move them
to take an active interest in this matter,

Hr:gin this will meet with your earnest approval and secure your valu-
able aid for its immediate anthorization, we beg to remain,

Your obedient servants,
AxAcORTES COMMERCIAL CLUB,
WILL A. LOWMAN,
CHAS. C. MATHEWS,
Committee.

You will observe that letter mentions one passenger steamer
going ashore, and the narrow escape from destruction of two
more boats, all for the lack of a cheap light at this place.

I also insert here with my remarks a letter from C. W. Cook, of
Tacoma, State of Washington, the manager of the Western Steam
g:;:igl:zion Company, showing the necessity for a light-house at

e: 2
o WESTERN STEAM NAVIGATION COMPANY,
THE VANCOUVER
y 19, 1908,

T s Wash., J
Hon. FRANCIS W. CUSHMAN,
Huouse of Representatives, Washington, D, C.

DEAR S1n: Sometime ago there was a petition circulated asking Congress
for a light-house and fog signal on the western end of Burrows in
Puget Sound. Some action was taken on this petition, but it has not resul
in anything being done. "

I beg to impress it on you that the tides and currents in the waters adja-
cent to Burrows Island are very strong, and there is a long stretch between
the Port Wilson fog signal and Burrows Island, and no matter how much
care is exercised a vessel is likely to come to grief in case of fog or heavy rain
such as we have in this section of the country. It is impossible to av the
d.&:gers of this place by steering a com; course, by reason of the strength
of the currents above mentioned. I understand that every representsative of
the shipping interests on the sound will address you with to thi
we beg to assure you angt.h.mg{’gau can do toward getting this light-house
and fog signal established will be greatly appreciated.

ours, faithfully,

C. W. COOE, Manager.

I also insert here with my remarks a letter recantl{arweived by
me from Hon. Walter Oakes, treasurer of the Alaska Steamship
Company and of the Puget Sound Navigation Company:

ALASKA STEAMSHIP COMPANY,
PuaET BOUND NAVIGATION COMPANY,

Seattle, Wash., January 26, 1903.
Hon, FrRANCIS W. CUSHMAN, -

United States House of Representatives, Washington, D, C.

Deanr 81r: Referring to attached letter to us, will say that the light-house
%1“ question should by all means be erected, as it is necessary for the safety of

shipping. i
o f?tru:tt g‘?‘fn vé-xnﬁggs:]ilsg;:e aat;};‘ way p«t:f:inlga and have it included in the list
ours, truly,
i WALTER OAKES, Treasurer.

All of these letters and reports show the absolute necessity for
the immediate construction of this light-house. The cost of the
prﬂ}osed light-hounse is $15,000.

r. S er, I reserve the remainder of my time.

Mr. L&N Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman if there is

not a Senate bill upon this same matter?

Mr. CUSHMAN. Thereis.
Mr. MANN. That our committee has reported?
Mr, CUSHMAN.

Yes.

Mr. MANN. Would it not be better to call up the Senate bill
at this time instead of the House bill?

Mr. CUSHMAN. I thank the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Maxx] for his snggestion. I will endeavor very briefly to explain
to the House the difference between the House bill and the Sen-
ate bill, and at the close of my explanation I will ask unanimouns
consent to substitute the Senate bill for the House bill, and ask
consideration on the Senate bill. -

The explanation in brief of this matter is as follows: One of the
rules of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee of this
House (which is the committee to whom all light-house bills are
referred for reports thereon) is that every House bill which is
submitted to their committee must be in such form that it simply
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light-house. Now, then, after a bill passes which simply author-
izes the construction of a light-house and fixes the limit of cost,
another cominittee of this House, the Appropriations Committee,
makes the appropriation for the construction of the light-house b
i ing & clause therefor in the sundry civil appropriation bi].{
Now, then, in the United States Senate,a lawmaking body not
governed by a.nir special rules save ‘‘ Senatorial courtesy,” they
are in a habit o passing light-house bills which not only author-
ize the construction, but make a definite appropriation for the

project,

I introduced my bill here in the House in proper form as re-
quired by the rules of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com-
mittee, and according to the long practice in this House, My
House bill was for m:iy that committee and placed
upon the Calendar of the House.

In the meantime there had been introduced in the United States
Senate a Senate bill (8. 265) providing for the erection of this
same light-house and making a $15,000 appropriation therefor.
That bill the Senate and came over to the House. In order
that nothing should be neglected in this matter (for the building
of this light-house is a very urgent matter) I prepared and had
adopted a favorable report on the Senate bill, and had that also
placed on the House Calendar.

5 ]I]NTSOW, t.h;n. lxc);.lh ?f thﬁsm on the Hon%o;c(};lendar. ’I{'lhe

ills are identi ora ical purposes. one provides
for the building of a light-house on Burrows Island, Rosario
Strait, in Puget Sound, State of Washington, at a cost of $15,000.

The reason that I now wish to substitute the Senate bill and
have it considered is that that bill having been passed by the
Senate, when we pass it in the House that will, as far as the
legislative branch of the Government is concerned, enact the bill
into law, Butif we gasa the Honse bill we will have one bill
passed at the Senate end and another bill passed at the Houseend,
and though both bills relate to precisely the same subject, when
we get thm%h we will not have any complete legislation. For
these reasons I wish now to consider the Senate hill.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to substitute in place of
H. R. 75 Senate bill 265, which I now send. to the Clerk’s geak_

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks unan-
imous consent to substitute for the House bill the Senate bill,
substantially the same, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

1 1;\n gfllsgta 0t) ‘?? Wbﬁsb .a. light-house and fog-signal station on Burrows

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the Senate bill will be
substituted. The Chair hears no objection.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I shall not object to the substi-
tution, as the session is so near a close. I think the rule of the
House committee is a very proper one, and ought to be adhered
to except in extreme cases, otherwise yon can not keep track of

your a};gropriations, which is a very desirable thing to do. But
m‘t:.h i?' y two weeks of the session remaining, I for one shall
not object.

Mr. CUSHMAN. I reserve the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and
passing the bill.

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended
and the bill was passed.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the similar House bill
will lie on the table.

There was no objection.

PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSONVILLE, FLA.

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. S er, by direction of the Com:
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I move to nd the
rules and pass the Senate resolution which I send to the desk,
with an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resolution (8. R. 108) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury .
clga;u}_.se a.dd.ltinng'l u.mi for the posb-otgcu. court- ouse,eand castomt(])mp:?;
al ackwnvﬂle,

the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of
assembled, That of the sum authorized to be expended in
proving the post-office, court-house, and custom-house ai
1., the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, nse
000 for the purchase of additional ground: Provided, That
. o ground shall cm:uﬁgugmtto ti“l’ present gat.ta a?d “cta’"ﬂah“{ﬁ
frontage on Forsyth and Adams streets of not less than 50 feet and a de
of not less than 208 feet. v

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to inquire of
the gentleman whether this bill comes from the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds of this House?

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Yes, sir; with a nunanimous report.

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and
passing the joint resolution.




2290

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 16,

The question was taken; and in the (;Einion of the Chair two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended
and the bill was passed.

PATENT TO BUFFALO, WYO., FOR CERTAIN TRACTS OF LAND.,

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands to move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill H. R. 17192. -

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 17192) authorizing the SBecretary of the Interior to issue a patent
to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., for certain tracts of land.

Be it enacted, etc., That the SBecretary of the Interior be.and he is hem‘b&
authorized and directed to issue :tﬁaMt to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., for lo
7 and 8, section 3, townshtiﬁl 50 north, range 82 west, of the sixth principal me-
ridian, embraced within the abandoned Fort McKinney Military Reservation,
'up;?l t.t];e payment by the authorities of said town of the appraised price of
- OTs. -

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I demand asecond on that bill.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
a second may be considered as ordered.

The SPEAEER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani-
mous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The

ntleman from Wyoming is recognized for and the gentleman

y
Tom Geor%’a inst the s
Mr. MO DEEL. Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes to sell 53
acres of land lying adjacent to the city of Buffalo, Wyo., at the
rice for which the land was a]f raised by the Secretary of the
terior. The land has to be sold, because subsequent to the ap-
praisal the Interior Department held up the survey of a portion
of the land included in the reservation, and temporarily the sale
of the land is suspended. The town wishes these lands for ceme-
tery pm&posaa, and a considerable portion of the 53 acres is now
occupied for cemetery purposes.

I reserve the balance of my time,

Mr. BARTLETT. Do I understand the gentleman to say that
this bill has been unanimously reported by the Committee on
Public Lands?

Mr. MONDELL. It is unanimously reported by the Commit-
tee on Public Lands, and recommended by the Secretary of the
Interior. .

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and
passing the bill.

The question was taken; and in the (:ginion of the Chair two-
thirds rimvirlg voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended
and the bill was passed.

LIGHT-HOUSE, BOSTON HARBOR.

Mr. CONRY. Mr. Speaker, I move the suspension of the rules
and the passage of the bill (H. R. 16727) for the erection of a
light-house in Boston Harbor, with an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.. That Broad Sound Channel light station, Boston Har-
bor, Massachusetts: For constructinga irst-order light and fog signal at The
Graves ona nite tower, to mark the entramce to the new Broad Sound
Channel in on Harbor, 875,94 and the SBecretary of the Trassui-F is
hereby anthorized to entar into a coniract for the construction of eaid light
station at a total cost not exceeding $183,000.

The following committee amendment was read:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

o Thsi the Light-Honse Board be authorized to change the location of
Broad Sound Channel light at the entrance to Broad Sound Channel in Bos-
ton Harbor to such point or location in that vieinity as in their judgment
shall be practicable and safe.”

The SPEAKER. The cinestion is on the suspension of the rules
and the passage of the bill. , o 3

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended and
the bill was passed.

CONFIRMING CERTAIN FOREST LIEU SELECTIONS.

_ Mr.EDDY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill H. R. 15985, to confirm certain forest lien selections made
under the act approved June 4, 1897.

The Clerk the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That all bona fide selections under the act approved
June e‘h 1807 (30 Btats., 86), of lands in Montana which lie within the territory
opened to anh;nnﬂer the provisions of the act ?ﬁpmved May 1, 1888, chap-
ter 218 (25 Stats., 113-158), entitled **An act to rakfyand confirm an agree-
ment with the Giros Ve Piegan, Blood, Blackfeet, and River Crow In
dians in Montana, and for other purgoaas.“ made prior to the decision of the
Commissioner of the General Land Office dated October 20, 1802, in th
of George L.Ramsey, holding that such lands are subject to disposal onl
under the forms of emmﬁb the said act of May 1, 1888, be, an
the same are hereby, ed, no other valid objection to the acceptance
of such sel appearing.

The following committee amendment was read:

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to confirm certain forest lieu selec-
tions made under the act approved June 4, 1807."

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended and
the bill was passed.

OPENING FOR SETTLEMENT CERTAIN LANDS IN OKLAHOMA.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the
Committee on Indian Affairs, I move to suspend the rules and
Eﬂﬂ the bill (H. R. 16280}, to open for settlement 505,000 acres of

nd in the Kiowa, Comanche, and the Apache Indian reserva-
tions, in Oklahoma Territory, with committee amendments.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

‘Whereas on the 6th day of October, A. D. 1882, the Comanche, Kiowa, and
Apache tribes of Indians in Oklahoma Territory made a treaty with the
United Btates, which treity was duly ratified by Congress on June 6, 1900; and

Whereas it was stipulated in said treaty that each Indian in said tribes
should have allotted to_them 160 acres of land, and that the remainder of
their reservation should be thrown open to settlement on the payment by
the United States to them of §1.25 per acre; and

‘Whereas the Secretary of the Interior set apart 25,000 acres of land out of -

said reservation for a wood reservation; and

‘Whereas said act of Congress of June 6, 1900, set apart 480,000 acres of
ing land out of said reservation for grazing purposes, said lands to
be selected and set apart for them by the SBecretary of the Interior; and

‘Whereas Congress has the right and it is its duty to sell the farming lands
in said reservation not allotted to Indians to persons desiring homesteads on
farming lands: Now, therefore,

Be it enacted, etc., That all of that part of article 3 of section 6 of the act
of Congress of date June 6, 1900, enfitled **An act to ratify and confirm an
agreement with the Indians of the Fort Hall Indian Reservation, in Idaho,"
and m.nking upgrupﬂations_w carry the same into effect, which reads as fol-
lows, to wit: “That in addition to the allotment of land to said Indians as

rovided for in this agreement the Secretary of the Interior shall set aside

'or the use in common for said Indian tri ,000 acres of grazing lands, to
be selected by the Secretary of the Interior, either in one or more tracts, as
will hle:é. subserve the interests of eaid Indians,” be, and the same is hereby,
repealed.

SEC. 2. That the 480,000 acres of lands set apart in the Kiowa, Comanch

and Apache Indian reservations in Oklahoma Territory by the Secre 0
the Interior, referred to and mentioned in section 1 of act, and the 25,000
acres of lands set apart as a wood reservation in the Kiowa, Co e, and

Apache Indian reservations in Oklahoma Territory by Secre of the In-
terior, referred to and mentioned in the preambleof thisact, be opened
to settlement by proclamation of the President of the United States within
three months from the passage of this act and be of at public auc-
tion to the highest bidder for cash: Provided, That no one person shall be
permitted to purchase more than 160 acres, under the rules and re tions
adopted by the Secretary of the Interior: dnd provided further t the
money arising from the sale of said lands shall be paid to said Indians in the
same manner as was provided in the said act of June 6, 1900.

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on
Indian Affairs, were read:

Btrike out the preamble. In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words “ referred
to and mentio: in the Hmme of this act.” In line 15, after the word
“ hundred,” insert the following:

B et & i Kol g ol R s o i ey
mccnm?; te:l? such mf;uto belonpg to the purchasers under this act.”

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, Idemand asecond.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I ask that a second be considered
as ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there objec-
tion?

There was no objection. J

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this bill throws open
for settlement 500,005 acres of land in the Kiowa, Comanche, and
Apache Indian reservations, in Oklahoma. In 1892 an agree-
ment was entered into between these tribes of Indians and the
United States by which the Indians were to have allotted to each
member of these tribes 160 acres of land. The rest of their res-

ervation was to be thrown open for settlement. That treaty was
ratified June 6, 1900, by an act of Congress. Four hundred and

eighty thousand acres was reserved bfnan amendment put on the
bill in the Senate for the use of the Indians for the purpose of
grazing their stock, and 25,000 for a timber reserve, making 500,-
005 in all. The Secretary of the Interior had the right to locate
this land. Four hundred thousand acres of it was lo-
cated fronting Red River, and nearly all of it was good agricul-
tural land, and the people of the surronnding country desire this
land to be open for the purpose of settlement. Itiswortha great
deal more for agricultural than for pasturage 8

The bill opening all thesereservations has pm House two
or three times in different forms, and the Senate’s amendment,
reserving the pasture lands, is the reason why this bill should be
1:10‘;1:';l passed—so that these lands may go into the hands of actual
settlers.

The first bill introduced by me provided for the opening of the
land for settlement under the United States land laws. That, in
my opinion, was the correct way in which it should have been
opened, but during the last session of this Congress the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. CaxNoX] objected to the fp;;a.a.nge of the bill
and it failed of engrossment. e gentleman from Alabama [Mr,
Uxperwoop] voted with the majority and entered a motion to
reconsider.

I introduced this bill to avoid the objections of the gentleman
who op that bill. This bill provides for a sale of the land
at auction in 160-acre tracts. It also provides that no one man
shall purchase more than 160 acres. e proceeds of the land are
to be paid by the Secretary of the Interior directly to the Indians.
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It was believed by the gentleman from Illinois and others who
opposed my first bill, which was a homestead measure, that the
Indians were entitled to all that the land would bring upon the
open market. They, therefore, desired a public sale of the land.

I will state further that these Indians are wards of the Govern-
ment, and that we are making annual appropriations for their
support, and if this land is sold and the proceeds turned into the
Treasury it will take them ount of the care of the Government,
and we will not have to support them any longer. There are be-
tween 2,500 and 3,000 of the Indians, and stopping these annual
payments will be quite a saving to the Government, as no appro-

ations will have to be made for them in the future. Therefore

hope the bill will pass in its present form. Mr. Speaker, I
reserve the balane of my time.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr, Speaker, if I can have the
attention of the House for about five minutes I think I can point
out several reasons why this bill should not pass. In the first
place, Mr. Speaker, it does not provide for the opening to settle-
ment of 505,000 acres of land, but provides for the selling to the
highest bidder of 505,000 acres of the public domain. The Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs have reported that the land belongs to
the Indians. I maintain, Mr. Speaker, the lands do not belong to
the Indians; that if they do belong to the Indians, they should not
be taken from them or disposed of without some treaty first hav-
ing been made with these Indians. Then, if the lands do belong
to the Indians and are to be ceded to the Government, they should
be disposed of under the public-land laws of the United States
and not sold at public auction to the highest bidder, or in any
other manner.

Mr. Speaker, in 1892 a treaty was made with the Kiowa, Co-
manche, and Apache Indians by which it was provided that they
‘cede, convey, transfer, relinquish forever and absolutely, without
anJ' reservation whatever, expressed or implied, all their claim,
title, and interest of any kind and character in and to the lands
that it is now proposed, as the gentleman says, to (g}e‘ﬂ to settle-
ment. I read from the treaty. It provided, Mr. Speaker, that
each and every Indian should first be permitted to take an allot-
ment of 160 acres, 80 acres to be agricultural land and 80 acres
grazing land. Now, that was a liberal provision, for the reason
that in allowing the Indians to take allotments it is unusual to
give children as much as you give to the heads of families. For
instance, the head of a family may have 160 acres, a single man
80 acres, and a child 40 acres. Buf this treaty provided that each
II;Jlfiian should have 160 acres, 80 acres of which should be grazing

d.

‘When that treaty was ratified by Congress, Congress of its own
motion amended the treaty without any agreement with the
Indians, without any application or petition from them to amend
it, and simply provided that out of their lands 480,000 acres
should be reserved—for what purpose? Simply for the use of the
Indians for pasturage purposes—that they might use it to range
their stock upon it. And the treaty was further amended so as.
to permit the Indians to take their allotments of 160 acres each,
‘without regard to the character of the land and without being
required to take at least 80 acres for grazing p ses. The
treaty provided, further, that we should pay to these Indians the
‘sum of $2,000,000, $500,000 in cash and $1,500,000 to be paid into
the Treasury to their credit, upon which 5 per cent was to be
paid annually to the Indians.

In other words, Mr. Speaker, we paid the Indians for 480,000
acres $500,000 in cash, and $1,500,000 paid into the Treasury.
"And now they propose to take those 480,000 acres and sell it at
Eblic auction to the highest bidder and pay the proceeds to the

dians, without even providing that the (Government shall be
reimbursed for the §1.25 per acre that we have already paid these
Indians. Now, Mr. S er, 25,000 acres of the lands mentioned
in this bill were set aside by the Secretary of the Interior without
any authority of Congress; without any provision in the treaty
or the bill setting it aside—were set aside for a wood reservation
in order that the Indians might have some place where they conld

o to get fuel. But, Mr. Speaker, that was also a portion of the
ds for which we had paid the Indians $1.25 an acre.

Now, we propose to sell those 25,000 acres, in addition to the
480,000, for the most we can get for them, without even a re-
quirement of citizenship on the part of the purchaser, saying
nothing about the homestead requirements. The only reserva-
tion that there is in the bill is that no on%vgurchaser shall be al-
lowed to purchase more than 160 acres. y, Mr. Speaker, how
easy it would be for one man to purchase 100 times 160 acres if he
80 desired. He would simply get his stool pigeons to each buy
160 acres and immediately convey it to him.

In addition to paying these Indians $500,000 in cash and putting
into the Treasury $1,500,000, Congress, in 1900, the same year
in which we ratified the treaty and paid these Indians $500,000
in cash, gave them a gratunity of $75,000; and every Congress
gince that, including the present Congress, has provided in the

Indian appropriation bill not less than $35,000 (except one year,
when it was §25,000), and sometimes going as high as $75,000, for
these Indians to whom we paid $2.000,000. And now it is pro-
posed to sell 505,000 acres, for which we have already paid them,
and give them the proceeds.

I think, Mr. Speaker, we have come to a point where these In-
dians have been treated in such a way that we ought not at least
to give them the proceeds of the 505,000 acres sold at public aunc-
tion to the highest bidder, and for which we have y paid
them, withont any requirement of settlement or cultivation and
without even the requirement of citizenship.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I now yield to the gentleman from
Towa [Mr. LACEY].

Mr. CEY. r. Speaker, the ar ent made by the gentle-
man from South Dakota [Mr. BurkE] might have had some force
in connection with the original opening of the Kiowa and Co-
manche lands. That question was fought out then. 'We bought
that land then for about one dollar an acre. The Senate thought
we were not giving the Indians a square deal. In order to make
the arrangement a fair one for the Indians, these 480,000 acres
were reserved. That land has been conceded now to the Indians
by act of Congress. Who says we should take that back, that that
act onght not to have been passed? Ithasbeenpassed. The title
belongs to the Indians. That property to-day is surrounded by
the homes of the men who bought the Kiowa and Comanche
lands ; and every acre of the land for which we paid $§1 an acre
has been taken up by settlers.

Now, there are 505,000 acres of land still remaining, which will
make homes for about 3,200 families. They are willing to go in
there and buy this land. The land belongs to the Indians. Ifis
surrounded by farms, and it ought to be sold for whatever it will
fairly bring in the market. The only limitation we place upon it
is that they can sell only one tract of 160 acres to one individual;
but this land belongs to the Indians; it is their property, and they
should have the right to sell it.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota.
question?

Mr. LACEY. Yes.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Is it not true that in the treaty
of 1892 they ceded all their right, title, and claims, as I stated?

Mr. LACEY. Well, I will not discuss that. Itis immaterial
whether it is true or not. Congress did not stand by the cession,
but took the balance of the land, which to-day is worth at least
from six to eight dollars an acre, which is all occupied, and which
has been laid out in towns and farms, and gave back to them
480,000 acres as a part of that transaction. We are not Indians;
we can not * take back a gift.”> The proposition of the gentleman
now is to confiscate what was given to them by act of Congress.
It is their property and they have a right to all it will bring. We
put a limitation in this bill, as I state, which restricts any one
man from buyin.%;nore than one-quarter section. Otherwise, let
the land bring what it will; let it be thrown open for settlement.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LACEY. Yes.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman explain
how the Indians can possibly have any title to the wood reserva-

tion?
rgrﬁ LACEY. That has been reserved just as the other prop-
e as.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. By what anthority?

Mr. LACEY. By act of Congress.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. What act of Congress?

Mr. LACEY. The act of Congress ratified—reserved this land
and opened the balance. Now, the gentleman would prefer the
settlers to go to South Dakota. We want to n up this addi-
tional land, and the gentleman should not stand in the way and
block the settlement in Oklahoma in order to keep out those 3,200
fainilies. [ﬁglause.]

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LACEY. Yes.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I hold in my hand the act of
Congress to which the gentleman referred, and I would like him
to point out wherein the 25,000 acres are reserved, or any author-
itigven to anyone to reserve them.

. LACEY. The 25,000-acre tract is a wood reserve. That
was reserved for the purpose of allowing the Indians to get tim-
ber. Four hundred and eighty thousand acres are reserved as
a pasturage. It is all valuable agricultural land. Itis to-day all
in a state of reservation, it is all to-day occupied by Indians, end
Congress, as the gnardian of the Indians, ought to see to it that
this property brings all it is fairly worth.

There is no better way to ascertain what property is fairly worth
than to allow it to be sold in the open market. This country will
be settled—it will be occupied within twenty-four hours afier the
opening. There will be the same demand for this land that there

Will the gentleman yield for a
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was for the adjoining Kiowa and Comanche lands, and we should
not stand here as dogs in the manger and keep this pro closed
to settlers, when the Indians are entirely willing that the property
ghould be entirely disposed of. I hope this bill will pass. It was
unanimously reported by the committee, with the exception of
my friend from South Dakota. Hisidea wasthatwe were giving
too much to the Indians, that they were overreaching the white
man. Mr. Speaker, the instances where the red man has over-
reached his white brother areso few that it is hardly worth while
for us to exercise ourselves very much about it at this late day.
This land now does not belong to us; it belongs to the wards of

Congress.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman answer a
question?

Mr. LACEY. Certainly.

Mr. BURKE of South Igakota. I would like to ask the gentle-
man if there has been any petition or any application from these
Indians, if they do own this land, that it be sold, and is there any
report from tﬂe Secretary of the Interior or any other depart-
ment asking this legislation?

Mr. LAC%Y. There is not. Their rights here are fully taken
care of in this matter. There will be no trouble about that. No
objection has been heard. This bill has been on the Calendar a
igng time, it has been pending along time, and no objection made

it.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield for
just one further question?

Mr. LACEY. Very well.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman states that this
bill has been on the Calendar some time. Isit not a fact that it
was reported to this House less than a week ago?

Mr. LACEY. I donot remember the date. Ithas been on the
Calendar some time.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It was ordered reported on the
7th and, I think, reported on the 10th.

Mr. LACEY. It was held back from the Calendar about a
week in order to give the gentleman from South Dakota oppor-
tunity to file a minority report.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The committee met on Thurs-
day, and the gentleman filed his report on Saturday. Mr. Speaker,
I want to say just a word further. I believe I have some time

remaining.

The SP%AKER. The gentleman has ten minutes remaining,

Mr. BURKE of Sounth ta. I want to impress upon the
House the fact that if this land does belong to the Indians you
dispose of it without any treaty whatever with the Indians.

1 want to say, further, that when the treaty was ratified by Con-
gress the amendment was suggested by the Interior Department,
and this reservation of 480,000 acres was made by the Secretary
of the Interior under the authority given in that amended treaty.
The 25,000 acres was reserved upon the motion of the Secretary,
without any authority of law whatever, and the De ent
so far has not been heard from in favor of this bill, which was
introduced in the House on February 7, considered at the meeting
of the Committee on Indian Affairs a week ago last Thursday,
and reported on the following Saturday without a word from the
Department asking for this legislation.

- Iyield such time as I have remaining to the gentleman from

New York [Mr. FITzGERALD], if he desires it.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, investigation convinces me
that this bill should not pass in its present form. I was present
at the meeting of the Committee on Indian Affairs when the bill
wasunder consideration, and at that time did not have the informa-
tion about it which I now K

There is one feature of this bill in icular which shonld re-
ceive careful consideration from the House. It is provided in the
bill that this land shall be sold at auction to the highest bidder,
but that no one person shall be permitted to purchase more than
160 acres. All of the Fort Hall Reservation, with the exception
of these 505,000 acres, was opened for settlement under the home-
stead laws. I am strongly of the opinion that there are many
persons who desire to secure great blocks of this land, no matter
what the price; and while no one person can purchase at the sale
more than 160 acres of land, there is nothing in the law which will

revent any person or combination of persons from having as much
d as is desired bid in by tatives, and afterwards by
transfers secure control of great blocks of this land.

This, Mr. Speaker, is the first time in my e ience that the
Committee on Indian Affairs has ever repo a bill which has
not been reported upon by the Department of the Interior. When
the bill was up for consideration I was under the impression that
there was before the committee a report from the Commissioner
of Indian Affairs. In that I was mistaken. The passage of this
bill is not asked by the Indians themselves, neither is it gﬁﬁd by
the Department. In my opinion the Indians have been fully paid
for this land, and while I believe that Congress has the right,

irrespective of the desire of the Indians, to determine that their
lands shall be sold without treaty with the Indians re ing it,
this particular land, in my opinion, should not be sold without
full investiﬁ'ntion by the Department regarding the conditions
under which it is proposed to be sold. It been said this land
will bring from $25 to $30 an acre.

The Government has paid to the Indians about $1.25 an acre
for it. It has paid the ﬁfclﬁans about $613,000 for the land em-
braced within this bill, and if this bill be passed and the land
sold at guhlic auction, the Indians will receive several mil-
lions of dollars in addition, and the Government will not even
be reimbursed for the expenditure already made. In my opinion
the bill should not be passed unless the land, when sold, is sold
only to persons who intend to take homesteads npon it. No one

rson or combination of persons should be permitted to secure,

y any method, immense tracts of this very valuable and desir-
able land.

I yield back whatever time is remaining to the gentleman from
South Dakota [Mr. BURKE. ]

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to print as a part of my remarks in the Beanmont matter the
minority views which I filed to-day.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous
consent that he may publish the minority report in the Beau-
mont matter, which was up to-day, with his remarks. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LacEY].

Mr. LACEY. Mr.Speaker, the gentleman from New York sa
that this land is worth $25 an acre, and therefore we shounld
it away from the Indians. That is hardly in keeping with the
genterou.s character of his action heretofore in relation to Indian
matters.

I read from the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United
States in the Lone Wolf case. The court holds that Congress can
legislate as to its Indian wards without a treaty. Justice White
in that opinion quotes from the statute as follows:

That in addition to the allotment of lands to said Indians as provided for
in this agreement, the SBecretary of the Interior shall set aside for the use in
common for said Indian tribes 480,000 acres of lands, to be selected

by the Secretary of the Interior, either in one or more tracts as will best
subserve the interest of said Indians.

This land was set apart to them by act of Congress. It is a
late day for us now to say that that land is worth $25 an acre and
that we did not give it to them by that act of Congress, which

resslf set it apart to them.
r. FITZGERALD. Did not the gentleman himself state in
the committee that this land would bring about 25 an acre?

Mr. LACEY., Oh, no; I said some of the land was, perhaps,
worth that.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman said expressly that it
would brm% that.

Mr. LACEY. If it brings that, so much the worse for the gen-
tleman’s position. He says it should be taken away from the In-
dians and given to somebody for homesteads. Certainly the two
propositions of the gentleman do not hang together very well—
that the land is worth $25 an acre, and that therefore it should
be given to the white man for homestead purposes free of charge.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I did not make tgat- statement.

Mr. LACEY. What statement?

Mr. FITZGERALD, That it should be given away for home-
stead purposes.

Mr, LACEY. Well, the gentleman said it should be opened
under the homestead act, as I understood him. 2

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; I said that any person purchasing
should be compelled to comply with the homestead act, so that
he conld not dispose of it immediately to some one who wanted
to secure great tracts. In other words, the question is whether
you shall allow the Indians to open up these lands in such a man-
ner as to make the Indians get the best or lowest possible sum
for the lands. There is no trouble about that land being
devoted to f%

Indian lands in were sold years ago under a similar law
to this, and every foot of it is occupied by homes of farmers in
that community. There is no danger of these rich agricultural
lands being fathered together in large tracts for ranches. This
land is not of that character. It is cotton land, it is wheat land,
it is corn land. A farmer can make a living upon 160 acres of
such land. The land ought to be sold. It ought to be opened
for settlement, and ought to be occupied. It belongs to the
Indians, and as their gunardians we have the right to open it in a
fair way that will give the Indians a just price for theirland, and
to deny it is to allow it to stand there blocking the growth of that
country. I yield back my time to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. HENS of Texas, I ask for a vote,
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Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I yield the four minutes re-
maining to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BURTON].

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that it would be
a grave mistake for the House to pass the bill under the circum-
stances detailed. It appears there is no request whatever for this
action from the Indian tribes and no recommendation from the
Secretary of the Interior. It is asserted here that this tract of
land of 480,000 acres does not belong to the Indians at all. Itis
apparent from a very cursory reading of the treaty that the
25,000 acres of timber land do not belong to them, for this part is
not even mentioned in it. There is no reservation of any right to
the Indians. Now, under these circumstances it wounld seem that
we are asked to force the proceeds of these 505,000 acres of land
upon these Indians against their will. There has already been
paid to them,or deposited in the Treasury to their credit, $2,000.000,
which is two-thirds of a thousand dollars apiece; and now, whether
this land is worth §25 or $1.25 an acre, it would be extravagant
and hurtful to them, as well as wasteful, for the Government to

ive them more.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me to
ask him a question?

Mr, BURTON. Certainly.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would like to ask you how would
{;gt(ll start to open thiscountry? It is very desirable that it should

one.

Mr. BURTON. In reply I will state to the gentleman that
some evenings since I had a conversation with an Army officer
who is a friend of these Indians. He insisted that we should not
take away the wood reservation. He believed that the wood
reservation should be retained and the pasturage as well. Now,
you propose to sell both and take them from the Indians.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. These Indians are on the Red
River, over 20 miles away. They have taken their allotment
where there is gome timber.

I.ng':r- BURTON. Twenty miles is not a very long way for an
ian.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a
question?

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. >

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman if he does
not realize that it would be better for the Indians to have these
lands sold at the price, or approximately the price, or half of the

rice that is snggested is the value of if and to get the ordinary
interest npon that money than for them to refain it and to use it
for grazing or leasing it?

Mr. BURTON. I can not give an answer to that question ina
moment. I dwelt on that at considerable length two weeks ago.

Mr. SLAYDEN. It is a well-recognized fact that when lands
in the grazing country get over a certain value, say $2 or $3 an
acre, they cease to be profitable for ordinary range uses, as they
are called in the West; that is, for breeding and raising cattle on
indigenous grasses.

Mr. BURTON. I donot realy see how that affects this ques-
tion. The question in my mind here is whether this land belongs
to these In&ia.ns at all. They have already received $2,000,000
for their land. [Cries of *‘ Vote! ']

The SPEAKER. The time for debate having

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that two-thirds
have not voted for the bill.

Mr. LACEY and Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Division!

The House divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 52.

So the House refused to pass the bill.

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH GOVERNMENT LANDS ON BIG SANDY
RIVER, WEST VIRGINIA.

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill H. R. 16188, with amendments.
The bill as amended was read, as follows:

A bill (H, R. 16188) granting the right of way to the Kenova and Big Sandy
Railroad Company througwh the Government lands at Lock No. 2, Big
%n%y River, and at Lock No. 3, Big SBandy River, both in Wayne County,

. V8&.

Be it enacted, etc., That the Kenova and Big Sandy Railroad Company, a
corporation created under and by virtue of the law of the State of West Vir-
inia, its successors and assigns, be, and the same are hereby, empowered to
ocate, construct, and maintain its railroad through the lands belonging to
the United States Government at Lock No. 2, Big Sandy River, and at Lock
No. 8, Big Sandy River,in Wayne County, in the State of West Virginia, un-
der such conditions and upon such lines, and of such widths, as shall be de-
termined and approved by the Secretary of War: Provided, That the said
company shall pay to the United States such sum of mon_gg as the SBecretary
of War shall decide to be the value of the lands so occupied.

BEc. 2. That the rifht. of way granted herein under the provisions con-
tained in this act shall become inoperative and null and void unless the said
company shall, within the term of two years from the 1st of January, 1903,
have g0 far advan the construction of said road as to satisfy the War De-

rtment that said company is lawfully and su y established and
gl?nt said road will be completed as proposed wi a reasonable time,

BEC. 8. That if in the future, in the construction or operation by the United

States of locks, dams, or other improvements to facilitate navigation on the
Big Sandy River, or the tributaries thereof, it shall be necessary to utilize
any land or other property of the said railroad company, the privilege shall
be ted on such terms as shall be determined by the Secretary of War,
umf the said railroad company shall execute a valid agreement to that effect
to be submitted to and approved by the said Secretary of War.

ch'eq‘i That the right to alter, amend, or repeal thisact is hereby expressly

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I demand a second.

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a
second be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks
unanimous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is
there objection? [After a pause.} The Chair hears none.

Mr. GHES. Mr. Speaker, 1 will say that this is a bill to
give the Kenova and Big Sandy Railroad Company the right to

ass through the property of Locks Nos. 2 and 3 on the Big Sandy

iver, and it in no way interferes with the locks. The Gov-
ernment at this point has considerable ground mnm.n;i back to
the foot of the hill. The company asked in the original bill for 80
feet. The War De ent amended it. and said that they wounld
give them just such ground as they needed. They also suggested
another amendment, which is in the bill, that the railroad com-

t?;lpi:ed, the |

pany should pay to the Government a reasonable compensation, to
be agreed upon by the Secretary of War and the railroad com-
pany, for this ground. As the bill is amended it gives them just
such right of way as they absolutely need through the Govern-
ment property at Locks 2 and 3 on the Big Sandy River. It in
no way interferes with the lock system.

thM;hl?ICHABDSON of Tennessee. What committee reported

“

Mr. HUGHES, It wasreported by the River and Harbor Com-
mittee. and the committee authorized me to make this report.

: Md; GAINES of Tennessee. Why do they want to use the
an :

Mr. HUGHES. Because there is mo other way of gettin
through without digging a tunnel. The Government owns aﬁ
the bottom land.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What railroad is it?

Mr. HUGHES. It is the Kenova and Big Sandy Railroad,
which is a branch of the Norfolk and Western Railroad.

The SPEAKER. The l-ﬁuem;itm is on the suspension of the rules
and the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended and
the bill was passed.

SAN FRANCISCO MOUNTAINS FOREST RESERVE.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the
rules and pass the bill (S.6968) granting the Central Arizona
-Railway Company a right of way for railroad purposes through
the San Francisco Mountains Forest Reserve, in the Territory of
Arizona. :

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That upon the conditions herein named the Central
Arizona Railway Company, a corporation existing under the laws of the
Territory of Arizona, is hereby granted a right of way, conformably to the
act entitled “An act grmting o railroads a right of way through the public
lands of the United States,” approved March 3, 1875, and the existi

i adopted thereunder, over and through the San Francisco Mountai
Terri of Arizona, for a line of railroad froma
in the county of Coconino, Territory of Arizo:

tions
| Forest Reserve, in the
fmint at or near Flagstaff, i
| n a southwesterly direction by the most practicable route to the town
Jerome, in the county of Yavapai, Territory of ,and thence in a
southeasterly direction to the town of Globe, in the county of Gila, Territory
of Arizona, with the right to construct and maintain all necessary side
| tracks, extensions, switches, spurs, and water stations: Provided, That as a
i condition to obtaining such right of way the said company shall be required
toa . in writing. to conform to such further tions as may be pre-
| seri the Secretary of the Interior for the purpose of protecting the
said forest reserve and conserving the purposes for which the reserve was
established and is maintained; but said company shall not be authorized to
take or cut any timber within the limits of said
said right of way.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the suspension of the
rules and the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended
and the bill was passed.

EXTENSION OF COAL-LAND LAWS TO THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA.

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H. R. 15946) to amend an act entitled *‘An act to
extend the coal-land laws to the district of Alaska, approved
June 6, 1900, with an amendment,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled “An act to extend the coalland
laws to_the district of Alaska,” approved June 6, be, and the same
hereby is, amended to read as follows, to wit:

“Secriox 1. That so much of the public-land laws of the United States
are hereby extended to the district of Alaska as relate to coal lands, namely,
sections 2347 to 2352, inclusive: Provided, That such lands, whether Bru'veyed
OF UNSUrve; may be entered without reference to the limitation contained

in thatgzo Revised Statutes: dnd provided further,
That the applicants shall only be required to show, so far as the discovery of

rost reserve outside of its .
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coal is concerned. that it has been discovered on each 40 acres and each frac-
tional part of 40 acres embraced in such application and surv:{

“8EcC. 2, That the reserved right of way, 60 feet in width, along the shore
of navigable waters provided by existing law shall not be in any manner
changegﬂﬁy this act; and no entry shall be allowed under this act extending
more than 160 rods al @ shore of any such navigable waters, and a space
of at least B0 rods shall be reserved from entry between all such entries. If
the land ht to be entered is unsurveyed, then it must be located in a
rectangular form in tracts of 40, 80, or 160 acres, located by north and south
lines according to the true mer;dian. under rules and regulations to be pre-

bed by the Becretary of the Interior. The locationshall be marked upon
the ground by permanent monuments at each of the four corners of raid lo-
cation, so that boundaries of the same may be readily and easily tracad;
that the plat and application for said location shall within ninety days from
the date thereof be filed for record in the recording district in which the
land is situnted. Said record shall contain the name of the applicant and a
plat and description of the land applied for by reference to such natural ob-
Ject or permanent monument as will identify the same.

“8Ec. 8. That the SBecretary of the Interior shall prescribe rules and retﬂls
miq'ns for the application, survey, and patenting of coal lands under thi

The following committee amendment was read:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following:

“That ang' ]';;ersnn or association of persons to make entry under
the coal-land Iaws of the United States who 8 have opened and improved a
coal mine or coal mines on the unsurveyed w:a lands in the district of
Alaska, and who may desire to enter and purc the same according to the
provisions of the said coal-land laws before the extension of the public-land
surveys over the on which such mines are located, shall file in the

per land office an application to enter the lands held and claimed by them,
ggather with a plat and field notes of a survey of the same made under the
direction of the surveyor-general of the district of Alaska, showing the
boundaries of said tracts and their location as ds lms_r::n.m:uant. natural
landmarks or other surv?‘s._ All tractsshall be rl;.ﬁ;gu in form, contain-
ing 40, 80, or 160 acres, and distinctly marked by monuments on the ground.
the boundaries of the same shall be true east and west and north and
south lines as nearly as practicable. Upon presentation of the said plat and
field notes the sgph(mtion, if otherwise re r, shall be accepted as though
ifed‘tm-ts sought to be entered were embraced within the regular public-

nd surveys.

“8ec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall make all necessary rules
ang‘feguhﬁona for the purpose of carrying iuto effect the provisions of this
ac

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand a

second.

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con-
sidered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there objec-
tion?

There was no objection.

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, this is the nnanimous report of the
Committee on the Public Lands, after a greatdeal of time and in-
vestigation. The coal-land laws have been extended to Alaska,
but they are inoperative because the surveys have not been made,
and this bill is drawn so as to enable special surveys to be made.
It is the same matter that was discussed when the sundry civil
bill was up the other day. The necessity of the bill was presented
thoroughly then by gentlemen of the committee. There was an
increase in the amount of the aéppropliation for surveys with a
view of aiding in the opening of Alaska. I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a

unestion?

Mr. LACEY. I will,

Mr. FINLEY. I would like to know what is the necessity for
the passage of this act now in advance of the regular surveys?

Mr. LACEY. Because Alaska has 300,000,000 acres of land and
the surveys are very costly. It is hard to get that land surveyed,
and the small part of it where the coal lies can be surveyed by
the provisions of this bill without incurring the expenditure of a
general survey.

Mr. FINLEY. Dol understand that no coal lands will be taken
up until after the Government has surveyed them?

Mr. LACEY. They can not be until there is a general survey
nunder the present general law. Although the coal laws have been
extended to Alaska they are inoperative because the land can not
be taken, for the reason that it has not been surveyed.

Mr. FINLEY. You say the coal lands are limited in area.
Will it not follow that persons will go in and take up all there is?

Mr. LACEY. When I said that they were small I meant lim-
jted in comparison with the great extent of Alaska; that is, they
are perhaps three times the size of South Carolina; but the area
of Alaska is so large that I spoke of them in comparison with that
great area as .

Mr. FINLEY. I understand that. I ask the gentleman, will
not this legislation enable a few individuals, or a number of in-
dividuals, to go there and monopolize all the coal lands?

Mr. LACEY. I do not apprehend any danger of that kind.
They must pay $10 an acre for the land——

Mi. FINLEE‘. Does not the gentleman think it would be
wise—

Mr. LACEY. Under the law they will have to v?gf §10 an
acre. and if it is within 15 miles of a railroad they will have to
pay $20 an acre. So that there is no danger of monopolization,

At present there is no opportunity to get it at all, and of course
it can not be monopolized if you can not buy it at all.

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and
passing the bill with committee amendments.

The question was taken; and in the oginion of the chair, two-
thirds having voted in the affirmative, the rules were suspended
and the bill as amended was passed.

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union for the pu of considering the bill H. R. 17046,
the fortification appropriation bill.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker. may I ask the
gentleman who makes this motion how long he intends to keep
us here to consider an appropriation bill?

Mr. HEMENWAY. 8o far as I know, there will be no discus-
sion upon the bill. There are only about 10 pages in the bill.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Well, it is unusunal to take
up a general appropriation bill at 5 minutes after 5 o’clock.
bﬂlih HE WAY. I think there will be no discussion on the

M;d RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It will take half an hour
tor it.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Oh,no. I will state to the gentleman
that there are only a few pages, and as it is near the close of the
session I think we had better work until half after 5.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much does the bill carry?

Mr. HEMENWAY. About $7.000,000.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. When was it reported?

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ob, it has been reported for ten days or

more. It was re January 26.

The SPEAKElg.Ort"Iﬂ"E:e question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Indiana, that the House resolve itself into the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consid-
eration of the fortification appropriation bill.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
HeEMENWAY) there were—ayes 51, noes 32,

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr, Speaker, I make the
point of no quornm present.

Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Speaker, as that point is raised, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, just a word. I want to ask the
gentleman from Tennessee if he does not think that at this stage
of the session, this being a short bill, we had better get it over to
the Senate?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ithink wemight have taken
it up earlier, instead of some other bills. It is now ten minutes
after 5, and I demand the regunlar order.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from New York.

The motion was agreed to.

; Acc:drdingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House ad-
journed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
: RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol-
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered
to ;J‘hﬁ Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named,
as follows: :

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17422)
to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to au-
thorize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the
erection and completion of public buildings, and for other pur-
poses, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a
report (No. 8778); which said bill and report were referred tothe
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House
(H. R. 242) to amend an act entitled ‘*An act providing for certain
requirements for vessels propelled by gas, fluid, naphtha,or electric
motors,”” approved January 18, 1897, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a %port (No. 8780); which said bill
and report were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on the Library, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15452) to appropriate
the sum of $40,000 to the Cape Cod Pilgrim Memorial Associa-
tion, to be nsed in erecting at Provincetown, Mass., a suitable me-
morial of the landing of the Pilgrims, rted the same with
amendments, accompanied by a repo (ﬁo. 8781): which said
bill and report were refe to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 6200) to extend the
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provisions of section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United
States as amended by act of February 26, 1895, relating to pub-
lic lands, reported the same with amendments, accompanied
a report (No. 3782); which said bill and report were refe
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.
Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (S.38620) to provide for the
allotment of lands in severalty to the Stockbrid{ie and Munsee
tribe of Indians, to authorize the distribution of their trust fund,
and for other purposes, rted the same with amendments, ac-
companied by a report (No. 3783); which said bill and report
were referredy to the House Calendar.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16734) to provide an Amer-
ican register for the steamer Beaumont, submitted the views of
the minority, to accompany report (No. 3771, part 2); which said
views were referred to the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS
INTRODUCED.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
(f)futhe following titles were introduced and severally referred as

ollOWSs:

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 17426) to authorize the Penn-
sylvania Railroad Company to constrnct and maintain a bridge
across the Allegheny River, in the State of Pennsylvania—to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 17427) to amend section 4 of
chapter 665, ““An act to provide for an additional associate jus-
tice of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico,’ ap-
proved July 10, 1890—to the Commitiee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 17428) to anthorize the con-
struction of a bridge across the Minnesota River near St. Peter,
Minn.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 17429) anthorizing the Purcell and
Lexington Street Railway Company to construct and maintain a
bridge over the South Canadian River at the city of Purcell,
Chickasaw Nation, Ind. T.—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 271) pro-
viding that the bulletins of the Bureau of American Ethnology
be printed in octavo—to the Committee on Printing.

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 272) providing for printing
2,000 additional copies of the annual reports of the American
Historical Association—to the Committee on Printing. ;

Also, a concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 88) for printing 300
copies each of the proceedings of the Board of Supervising In-
spectors of Steamboats for 1899, 1900, 1901, and 1902—to the
Committee on Printing.

By Mr. HUGHES: A joint resolution of the legislature of West
Virginia relating to the development and improvement of the Ohio
and Little Kanawha rivers and the appointment of a joint com-
mittee to take up the matter with the representatives of West
Virginia in the upper and lower Houses of Congress—to the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. TIRRELL: A resolution of the Commonwealth of Mas-
sachusetts relating to Castle Island—to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of

ﬁhﬁ following titles were introduced and severally referred as
ollows:

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 17430) for the relief of Vir-
ginia Doyal Minor—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17431) for the relief of Louis J. Arceneaux—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17432) for the relief of Paul Duhon—to the
Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 17433) for the relief of the estate of Duples-
sin Broussard—to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. LATIMER (by request): A bill (H. R. 17434) for the
relief of Mozes Winstock—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. LITTLE: Abill (H. R.17435) donating the unsold lots of
the United States, being a part of the original Hot Springs Reser-

vation, in the county of Garland, State of Arkansas, to the city of
Hot Springs, for the use and benefit of the free public schools of
L_he Ec gol district of Hot Springs—to the Committee on the Pub-
¢ Lands.
By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 17436) granting an in-

crease of pension to George F. Knowlton—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17437) granting an increase of ion to
Mary J. Wheaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 17438) granting anincrease of pen-
sion to Smoloff P. Love—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 17439) granting a
gension to Michael Harrington—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 17440) au-
thorizing the heirs of Fannie P. Murfree, of Tennessee, to present
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War

Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17441) to pay the heirs of Fannie P, Murfree,
of Tennessee, for property lost, destroyed, taken, and used by the
United States forces during the late war—to the Committee on
‘War Claims.

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 17442) granting a pension
to Cordelia H. Roby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17443) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph A. Soule—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 17444) for
the relief of the heirs of John H. Belew, deceased—to the -
mittee on War Claims.

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 17445) for the relief
of Charles H. Algert and others similarlgosituated on the Navajo
indl&l;l Reservation in Arizona—to the Committee on the Public

ands,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXIT, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of the legislative board of the
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen of Pennsylvania, in favor of
House bill 15890, known as the employers’ liability bill; also favor-
ing the Foraker safety-appliance bill—to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

Also, resolutions of the same, favoring the Grosvenor anti-
injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolutions of the Bookbinders' Union
of Topeka, Kans., for the repeal of the desert-land law and the
commutation clause of the homestead act—to the Committee on
the Public Lands.

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of the Engineers of the Union
Pacific Railway System in Nebraska, in favor of the Foraker
safety-appliance bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

Also, resolutions of the Allied Printing Trades Council relative
to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office
and Post-Roads.

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Letter of E. B. Cowgill, of Topeka,
Kans., relating to House bill 16656, regulating the importation of
breeding animals—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolutions of Bookbinders’ Union No. 237, Topeka, Kans.,
favoring the reg:al of the desert-land law—to the Committee on
the Pnh;h'c Lands. °

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolutions of Bookbinders’ Union No. 2387,
Topeka, Kans., for the regeal of the desert-land law—to the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands.

Also, resolutions of the Trades Assembly of Kansas City, Kans.,
favoring House bill 16457, relating to giftsin connection with the
sale of tobacco and cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolutions of citizens of Kansas, asking for the passage
of the Hanna bill—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FOWLER: Resolutions of Protection Lodge, No. 2,
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Phillipsburg, N. J., in
favor of the passage of the Foraker safety-appliance bill—to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, resolutions of Union County Trades Council, of Elizabeth,
N. J., for the repeal of the desert-land law—to the Committee on
the Public Lands. .

Also, resolutions of the executive board of New Jersey State
Federation of Labor; Essex Trades Council, of Newark, and of
Cliﬁar Makers’ Union No. 427, of Rahway, N. J., favoring House
bill 16457, relating to gifts in connection with the sale of tobacco
and cigars—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolution of the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to
Animals, Elizabeth, N. J., protesting against the passage of the
bill amending the law in relation to the shipment of live stock—
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

. Also, petition of retail druggists of Hackettstown, N. J., urg-
ing the passage of House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, resolution of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union No. 330, of
Roselle Park, N. J., urging the passage of House bill 3076, for an
eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor.
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Also, resolutions of New Jersey State Council, Elizabeth, N. J.,
St. Patrick’s Alliance of America, in favor of increasing the
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, resolutions of Bayonne City Lodge, and Hebrew organiza-
tion of Bayonne, N. J., against the exclusion of Jewish immi-
grants at the port of New York—to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of Energetic Lodge, No. 378,
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Allegheny, Pa.,in favor of
the 13:;13.15\-3,%?1 of the Foraker safety-appliance bill—to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

Also, petition of Webster C. Weiss, grand secretary of Grand
Council, Royal Arcanum, of Pennsylvania, favoring amendment
to the post-office appropriation bill, relating to second-class mail
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolutions of John A. Logan Post, No.
1, Soldiers’ Home, Michigan; Innes Post, No. 408, of Grand
Rapids, and Fitzgerald Post, No. 125, of Hastings, Mich., Grand
Army of the Republic, in support of House bill 17103, permitting
the payment of the value of public lands to persons entitled to
make entry upon such lands in certain cases—to the Committee
on the Public Lands.

By Mr. HEDGE: Resolutions of Typographical Union No. 68,
of Keokuk, Iowa. for the repeal of the desert-land law—to the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of Nels Nelson and 200 other citi-
zens of Washburn, Wis., in favor of Senate bill 909, providing for
the extension of the free mail delivery service—to the Committee
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. KEHOE: Resolutions of Monon Division, No. 89, Order
of Railway Conductors, of Louisville, Ky., in favor of the passage
of the Foraker safety-appliance bill—to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. KERN: Resolutions of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 250,
of Belleville, I11., favoring House bill 16457, relating to gifts in
connection with the sale of tobacco and cigars—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. LATIMER (by request): Petition of Moses Winstock,
of South Carolina, for reference of war claim to the Court of
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of Frank Fultz and Fred Bett-
man and others, of the State of Indiana, urging the passage of
House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the
Commitfee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of Akiba Eger Lodge, No. 87,
Order of B'rith Abraham, of New York City, relating to methods
of the immigration bureaun at the port of New York—to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. i

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of the Woman’s Christian
Temperance Union of Onawa, Iowa, in favor of an amendment
to the Constitution defining legal marriage to be monogamic,
etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TOMPKINS of New York: Pefition of C. W. Lock-
wood and other citizens of Port Jervis, N. Y., for the building of
thirty battle ships at the rate of six per year for five years—to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

SENATE.

TUESDAY, February 17, 1903.

Prayer by Rev. F. J. PRETTYMAN, of the city of Washington.
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s

proceedings. i k

Mr. QUAY. I askunanimous consent that the further reading
of the Journal be dispensed with.

Mr, KEAN. I think the Journal had better be read, Mr.
President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made.

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Jonrnal.

CREDENTIALS,

Mr. TILLMAN presented the credentials of Aspury C. LaTI-
MER, chosen by the legislature of the State of South Carolina a
Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1903;
which were read, and ordered to be filed.

PORTO RICAN COFFEE.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the governor of Porto Rico, transmitting a peti-
tion to the President and Senate of the United States, praying
that among such amendments as may be made to the reciprocity
treaty between the United States and the Republic of Cuba, now
under consideration, it shall be proposed that Porto Rican coffee
be included among those products imported into the Republic of
Cuba obtaining the highest rebate; which, with the accompany-

r, was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and
ico, and ordered to be printed.

BUILDING FOR DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen-
ate a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting a letter from the Secretary of Agriculture submitting
an estimate of appropriation for carrying into effect the act au-
thorizing the erection of a new building for the Department of
Agriculture. The Chair calls the attention of the Senator from
Towa [Mr. ALLISONEXEO the communication and inquires whether
it should go to the Committee on Appropriations or to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. ALLISON. I think the communication ordinarily would
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication and ac-
companying papers will be referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations, and printed.

COURT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
letter from the Attorney-General inclosing a letter from the United
States attorney for the Court of Private Land Claimsrecommend-
ing that the life of that court be extended until December 31,
1903, and submitting an estimate of appropriation for salaries,

ete.

Mr. ALLISON. That matter has always been placed on the
sundry civil a pr%priation bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication and ac-
companying papers avill be referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations, and printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A m from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed
the following bills:

A Dbill (8. 265) to establish a light-house and fog-signal station
on Burrows Island, State of Washington;

A bill (5. 1905) for the erection of a keeper’s dwelling at Grosse
Isle, North Channel Range, Detroit River, Michigan:

A bill (8. 4577) for the relief of William McCarty Litile;

A Dbill (S. 6968) granting the Central Arizona ilway Com-
pany a right of way for railroad purposes through the San Fran-
cisco Mountains Forest Reserve, in the Territory of Arizona; and

A bill (8. 7288) extending the time for making proof and pay-
ment for all lands taken under the desert-land laws by the mem-
bers of the Colorado Cooperative Colony for a further period of
three years.

The m also announced that the House had passed the fol-
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate:

A bill (H. R. 13605) for relief of George A. Detchemendy;

A bill (H. R. 14384) to establish a life-saving station at the
n}og{.ll_x of Black River, at or near the city of Lorain, in the State
o io;

A bill (H. R. 15985) to confirm certain forest lien selections
made nunder the act approved June 4, 1897;

A bill (H. R. 16069) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to
sell certain lands therein mentioned;

A bill (H. BR. IGMnﬁng the right of way to the Kenova
and Biﬁ Sandy Rai Company through the Government lands
at Lock No. 2, Big Sandy River, and at Lock No. 8, Big Sandy
River, both in Wayne County, W. Va.;

A bill (H. R. 16946) to amend an act entitled “*An act to extend
the coal-land laws to the district of Alaska,” approved June 6,

1900;

A bill (H. R. 17052) to authorize the building of a railroad
bridge across the Tennessee River at a point between Lewis Bluff,
glla. Morgan County, Ala., and Guntersville, in Marshall County,

A bill (H. R. 17085) to effectunate the provisions of the addi-
tional act of theinternational convention for the protection of in-
dustrial property:

A bill (H. R. 17204) to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Arkansas River at or near Moors Rock, in the State of
A R, 17243) d.“An dct making

A bi e R 17, to amend ““An dct ing appropriations
for the construction, reg:)ir, and preservation o cartai?a public
.vivorkalgnllé‘;ers and harbors, and for other purposes,’”” approved

une lo, <.

ing pa
Porto

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 7053) to re te commerce
with foreign nations and among the States; and it was therenpon
signed by the President pro tempore.
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